
From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: "McCutchen, Bill" <bmccutchen@tamu.edu>
CC: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>, "Lunt, David" <d-lunt@tamu.edu>, "...
Date: 10/16/2010 2:48 PM
Subject: [SPAM]  Re: Chevron Renewal!!!!

I should stay out of the office more often. My heartiest congratulations to all!!!!

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 15, 2010, at 3:52 PM, "McCutchen, Bill" <bmccutchen@tamu.edu> wrote:

> Craig, Mark and all,
> 
>  
> 
> We just received official notice today that Chevron has renewed (signed off on) on our MRA for another 
6 years, still focused on and programs at this time.  We will be submitting new 
executive summaries for funding in January of 2011!
> 
>  
> 
> Great way to end the week and start the weekend.
> 
>  
> 
> Bill
> 
>  
> 
>  
> 
>  
> 
> --
> 
> Bill F. McCutchen, Ph.D.
> 
> Associate Director
> 
> Texas AgriLife Research
> 
> Texas A&M University System
> 
> 113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
> 
> 2142 TAMU College Station, TX 77843-2142
> 
> 979-845-8488 Tel
> 
> 979-458-4765 Fax
> 
> bmccutchen@tamu.edu



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: KKoza@ag.tamu.edu
CC: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 4/30/2010 7:14 AM
Subject: Addition to website

Kathy, Would you please see that the turfgrass groups listed below get added
to the website. Thank you. Craig

Craig,

I think it would be appropriate to include the commodity groups suggested by
Richard.  See attached.

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 

From: Richard White <rh-white@tamu.edu>
Date: Thu, 29 Apr 2010 16:02:34 -0500
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Cc: David Chalmers <DChalmers@ag.tamu.edu>
Subject: Turfgrass Commodity Associations

David,

I happened to stumble across the web page at

http://agriliferesearch.tamu.edu/about/commodity/index_commodity_association
s.php 

listing commodity associations in Texas that I assume are recognized and
interact with the Agrilife Research in some way.   The Turfgrass Producers
of Texas and the Texas Turfgrass Association were not listed.  Is this  an
issue that should be brought to the attention of the Director or someone in
the Director's office?

Richard



From: David Baltensperger
To: King, Jodi
Date: 7/23/2010 4:55 PM
Subject: Coaching
Attachments: Re: Coaching

Jodi,

FYI, it looks like it is a go. 

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: BMcCutchen.EXTERNAL.Internet; JLFoster@ag.tamu.edu; msbrown@wtamu.edu; B...
CC: brett.giroir@tamu.edu; tmaldonado@tamu.edu; EGSMITH@ag.tamu.edu; JCox@ag...
Date: 1/23/2010 11:50 AM
Subject: Congratulations

Colleagues,

Let me add my congratulations to the TAMUS component of the National
Alliance for Advanced Biofuels and Bioproducts on your recent award from the
Department of Energy. Your efforts are critical to helping our country
attain energy independence using environmentally responsible technologies.
Since rejoining TAMUS in November I have been continually impressed by the
dedication and talent of our faculty, staff and students. I want to say a
particular thank you to Bill McCutchen and Bob Avant for their leadership in
bringing this proposal to a successful conclusion. Know that they will
continue to facilitate and coordinate your research efforts adding value to
what your are doing. I am proud of all your accomplishments in this arena
and look forward to your continued success.

Best,

Craig

Craig L. Nessler
Director Texas AgriLife Research

113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
2142 TAMU 
College Station, TX 77843-2142
979.845.7984 (voice)
979.845.4765 (fax)

(cell)



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
CC: Bill McCutchen <bmccutchen@tamu.edu>
Date: 1/26/2010 5:50 PM
Subject: Edited Tillman letter
Attachments: Tillman final  Draft Letter_cn.doc

David, Here is a lightly edited version of the Tillman letter. As far as I
am concerned you are good to go. Craig



From: David Baltensperger
To: Rhodes, Carol
Date: 1/27/2010 2:42 PM
Subject: Fw: Edited Tillman letter
Attachments: Edited Tillman letter

David Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2472 TAMU
College Station
Texas 77843-2474

979-845-3041 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 2/7/2010 1:19 PM
Subject: FW: Farm Service irrigation pump upgrade

David, Is your department willing to match on this? ($14,500 each) Craig

------ Forwarded Message
From: "Nelson, Alfred N" <alfred-nelson@neo.tamu.edu>
Date: Wed, 3 Feb 2010 11:52:31 -0600 (CST)
To: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
Cc: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Subject: Re: Farm Service irrigation pump upgrade

Craig,
Currently, almost all of our clients that use this system are from the Soil
and Crop Sciences Department, both Research and Extension personnel.  The
Wildlife and Fisheries Dept. uses the reservoir at the Aquaculture Research
Center.  We also have two clients with the USDA-ARS.

In the past, the Departments of Animal Science, Horticulture, Entomology,
and Biological and Agricultural Engineering have used this system but
currently they have no projects using this water.  They have projects on
other parts of the farm and do not directly benefit from this system but use
wells for their irrigation.

This system covers most of our acreage for row crop research with the
potential to add more acres in the future as the need arises.

Let me re-iterate that we charge a fee to use this system, so if we get this
done we may have to adjust our fees to allow for this upgrade.
Hope this helps you.
Please come and visit when you get a chance.

Al

Alfred Nelson
Ag. Res. Supt.
Farm Service Dept.
Texas AgriLife Research
Texas A&M University

office:  (979)272-3426
  cell:  

----- Original Message -----
From: "Craig Nessler" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: "Alfred N Nelson" <alfred-nelson@neo.tamu.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2010 6:04:29 AM GMT -06:00 US/Canada Central
Subject: Re: Farm Service irrigation pump upgrade

Al, Please send a list of departments that would benefit from this new  
system. Thank you, Craig

Sent from my iPhone



On Feb 1, 2010, at 10:55 PM, "Nelson, Alfred N" <alfred-nelson@neo.tamu.edu
 > wrote:

> Greetings Dr. Nessler,
>
> The Farm Service Dept. provides irrigation for test plots located at  
> the Research Farm on FM 60 next to the Brazos River.  Our current  
> pump installation at the river site is inadequate to meet demand and  
> to allow for future expansion.  Safety issues are also a concern in  
> trying to set and remove the pump on an unstable riverbank.
>
> We are working on a plan with Jimmy Dunn's office (please see  
> attached).
>
> For the most part, the Farm Service Dept. is self-supporting but  
> occasionally we need help with infrastructure upgrades.  In this  
> case we need about $29,000 to get this done.
>
> Thank you for your consideration and guidance in this matter.
>
> Al Nelson
>
>
>
> Alfred Nelson
> Ag. Res. Supt.
> Farm Service Dept.
> Texas AgriLife Research
> Texas A&M University
>
> office:  (979)272-3426
>  cell:  
> <River Pump.doc>

------ End of Forwarded Message



 

From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: GRiskowski.EXTERNAL.Internet; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 6/2/2010 3:18 PM
Subject: FW: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center 
Attachments: SA Meeting Agenda.pdf

Please pass this notice along to interested faculty, students and staff.
Note that this was received this afternoon. Sorry for the short notice.
Craig

------ Forwarded Message
From: "Biggers, Autumn" <autumnbiggers@tamu.edu>
Date: Wed, 2 Jun 2010 14:13:46 -0500
To: "Biggers, Autumn" <autumnbiggers@tamu.edu>
Subject: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center

This email is sent on behalf of Dr. Jeffrey R. Seemann, Vice President for
Research and Graduate Studies.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~
There will be a meeting with Dr. Omar Abdul-Hamid of the Saudi Aramco
Research and Development Center tomorrow morning.  Attached for your review
is the agenda, please distribute to as appropriate.  Please let everyone
know that anyone who is interested in attending is welcome.
 
 
Thank you,
 
Autumn 
 
 
Autumn Biggers, CRA
Executive Assistant to the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies
Texas A&M University
 
312 Jack K. Williams Administration Building | 1112 TAMU
College Station, TX  77843-1112 | USA
Tel. +1 979.845.8585 | Fax. +1 979.845.1855
Email autumnbiggers@tamu.edu <mailto:autumnbiggers@tamu.edu> Web
http://rgs.tamu.edu <http://rgs.tamu.edu>
 
Welcome to Aggieland!
 

------ End of Forwarded Message



From: David Baltensperger
To: Young, Judy
Date: 6/2/2010 3:31 PM
Subject: Fw: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center
Attachments: FW: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center 

To all fax

David Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2472 TAMU
College Station
Texas 77843-2474

979-845-3041 



 

From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>, Gerald Riskowski <risk...
Date: 6/2/2010 3:18 PM
Subject: FW: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center 
Attachments: SA Meeting Agenda.pdf

Please pass this notice along to interested faculty, students and staff.
Note that this was received this afternoon. Sorry for the short notice.
Craig

------ Forwarded Message
From: "Biggers, Autumn" <autumnbiggers@tamu.edu>
Date: Wed, 2 Jun 2010 14:13:46 -0500
To: "Biggers, Autumn" <autumnbiggers@tamu.edu>
Subject: Meeting with Saudi Aramco Research and Development Center

This email is sent on behalf of Dr. Jeffrey R. Seemann, Vice President for
Research and Graduate Studies.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~
There will be a meeting with Dr. Omar Abdul-Hamid of the Saudi Aramco
Research and Development Center tomorrow morning.  Attached for your review
is the agenda, please distribute to as appropriate.  Please let everyone
know that anyone who is interested in attending is welcome.
 
 
Thank you,
 
Autumn 
 
 
Autumn Biggers, CRA
Executive Assistant to the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies
Texas A&M University
 
312 Jack K. Williams Administration Building | 1112 TAMU
College Station, TX  77843-1112 | USA
Tel. +1 979.845.8585 | Fax. +1 979.845.1855
Email autumnbiggers@tamu.edu <mailto:autumnbiggers@tamu.edu> Web
http://rgs.tamu.edu <http://rgs.tamu.edu>
 
Welcome to Aggieland!
 

------ End of Forwarded Message



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 9/7/2010 6:02 PM
Subject: FW: Parencia Chair Stakeholder Meeting - Friday, September 10
Attachments: Parencia Chair Stakeholders Meeting.docx

David, Since we have to be in Austin at 10:30 how about if we leave from JK
Williams at 8 a.m.?

------ Forwarded Message
From: "Binder, Rebecca" <rbinder@dsmail.tamu.edu>
Date: Tue, 7 Sep 2010 16:54:46 -0500
To: Alan Sams <asams@tamu.edu>, Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>, Mark
Hussey <mhussey@tamu.edu>, Larry Boleman <l-boleman@tamu.edu>, Cady Aukerman
<cady@tamu.edu>, David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Cc: Nancye Penn <npenn@tamu.edu>, Lisa Palmer <l-palmer@tamu.edu>, Judy
Young <j-young@tamu.edu>
Subject: Parencia Chair Stakeholder Meeting - Friday, September 10

Good Afternoon Everyone,
Attached is the list of everyone that will be attending the Parencia Chair
Stakeholder meeting scheduled for 10:30 am Friday, September 10 at the Ausin
Airport Hilton.  Drs. Nessler and Baltensperger will be escorting Drs. Sword
and Ragsdale to the meeting.  I have scheduled the meeting to begin at 10:30
with a box lunch to be served to the participants in the conference room at
noon.  To my knowledge, there is no formal agenda to this meeting. Please
advise if that is not correct.  Also, please let me know if there is anyone
else that should be receiving this message.
 
Thanks,
Rebecca
 
 
Rebecca Binder
Assistant to the Executive Associate Dean
College of Agriculture and Life Sciences
Texas A&M University
rbinder@tamu.edu <mailto:rbinder@tamu.edu>

Jack K. Williams Administration Building, Room 113
2142 TAMU

Tel: 979-847-9325 | Fax: 979-845-9938
http://aglifesciences.tamu.edu <blocked::http://aglifesciences.tamu.edu/>
 

------ End of Forwarded Message



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: Ari Michelsen <a-michelsen@tamu.edu>, Bill Holloway <jw-holloway@tamu.ed...
CC: Bill Dugas <w-dugas@tamu.edu>, Bill McCutchen <bmccutchen@tamu.edu>, Dav...
Date: 11/4/2009 6:17 PM
Subject: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative
Attachments: scri_102909_final.pdf

Colleagues, Attached is the RFA for this round of the Specialty Crop
Research Initiative (SCRI) grants are anticipated to be funded at over $47M
(due January 14).  Please bring this opportunity to the attention of your
faculty where appropriate.  Keep in mind that Dr. Charles Rush at our
Amarillo station is currently leading a SCRI project for over $5M (
http://www.reeis.usda.gov/web/crisprojectpages/219846.html ) and could
provide guidance for teams interested in this opportunity.
Craig Nessler

From: Mike Cronan <mikecronan@tamu.edu>
To: Lacewell, Ron; McCutchen, Bill; Avant, Bob; Simpson, Shay;
ahelms@tamu.edu <ahelms@tamu.edu>; Dugas, William
Sent: Tue Nov 03 14:48:51 2009
Subject: Specialty Crop Research Initiative

Specialty Crop Research Initiative
http://www.grants.gov/search/search.do?mode=VIEW&oppId=50092
 
  Estimated Total Program Funding:   $47,300,000
Due Jan. 14
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative (SCRI) was established to solve
critical industry issues through research and extension activities.
Specialty crops are defined as fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried
fruits, and horticulture and nursery crops, including floriculture. SCRI
will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi-institutional, or
trans-disciplinary; and include explicit mechanisms to communicate results
to producers and the public. Projects must address at least one of five
focus areas: research in plant breeding, genetics, and genomics to improve
crop characteristics; efforts to identify and address threats from pests and
diseases, including threats to specialty crop pollinators; efforts to
improve production efficiency, productivity, and profitability over the long
term; new innovations and technology, including improved mechanization and
technologies that delay or inhibit ripening; and methods to prevent, detect,
monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards in the
production and processing of specialty crops.
 
_____________________________
Mike Cronan, PE (inactive)
Assistant Director for Strategic Opportunities
Energy Engineering Institute
Texas Engineering Experiment Station
1470 William D. Fitch Pkwy
College Station, TX 77845
979-458-7659
 



------ End of Forwarded Message



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: Ari Michelsen <a-michelsen@tamu.edu>, Bill Holloway <jw-holloway@tamu.ed...
CC: Bill Dugas <w-dugas@tamu.edu>, Bill McCutchen <bmccutchen@tamu.edu>, Dav...
Date: 11/4/2009 6:17 PM
Subject: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative
Attachments: scri_102909_final.pdf

Colleagues, Attached is the RFA for this round of the Specialty Crop
Research Initiative (SCRI) grants are anticipated to be funded at over $47M
(due January 14).  Please bring this opportunity to the attention of your
faculty where appropriate.  Keep in mind that Dr. Charles Rush at our
Amarillo station is currently leading a SCRI project for over $5M (
http://www.reeis.usda.gov/web/crisprojectpages/219846.html ) and could
provide guidance for teams interested in this opportunity.
Craig Nessler

From: Mike Cronan <mikecronan@tamu.edu>
To: Lacewell, Ron; McCutchen, Bill; Avant, Bob; Simpson, Shay;
ahelms@tamu.edu <ahelms@tamu.edu>; Dugas, William
Sent: Tue Nov 03 14:48:51 2009
Subject: Specialty Crop Research Initiative

Specialty Crop Research Initiative
http://www.grants.gov/search/search.do?mode=VIEW&oppId=50092
 
  Estimated Total Program Funding:   $47,300,000
Due Jan. 14
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative (SCRI) was established to solve
critical industry issues through research and extension activities.
Specialty crops are defined as fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried
fruits, and horticulture and nursery crops, including floriculture. SCRI
will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi-institutional, or
trans-disciplinary; and include explicit mechanisms to communicate results
to producers and the public. Projects must address at least one of five
focus areas: research in plant breeding, genetics, and genomics to improve
crop characteristics; efforts to identify and address threats from pests and
diseases, including threats to specialty crop pollinators; efforts to
improve production efficiency, productivity, and profitability over the long
term; new innovations and technology, including improved mechanization and
technologies that delay or inhibit ripening; and methods to prevent, detect,
monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards in the
production and processing of specialty crops.
 
_____________________________
Mike Cronan, PE (inactive)
Assistant Director for Strategic Opportunities
Energy Engineering Institute
Texas Engineering Experiment Station
1470 William D. Fitch Pkwy
College Station, TX 77845
979-458-7659
 



------ End of Forwarded Message



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: JHOLLOWA@ag.tamu.edu
CC: SSCHULZE@ag.tamu.edu; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu; 

.
Date: 7/16/2010 12:17 PM
Subject: FW: update on field

Bill, Are these observations accurate? If so would you mind telling me who
decided to disc these plots while we were meeting in College Station to
finalize a plan as to how Dr. Rowland's projects were to be completed.
Thank you.

Craig L. Nessler
Director Texas AgriLife Research

113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
2142 TAMU 
College Station, TX 77843-2142
979.845.7984 (voice)
979.845.4765 (fax)

(cell)

------ Forwarded Message
From: Diane L Rowland <dlrowland@ag.tamu.edu>
Date: Fri, 16 Jul 2010 11:13:08 -0500
To: "Cristine L. Morgan" <CMorgan@ag.tamu.edu>, David Baltensperger
<dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>, Adam Helms <ahelms@tamu.edu>, Bill McCutchen
<bmccutchen@tamu.edu>, Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>, David Forbes
<dforbes@tamu.edu>, <td-miller@tamu.edu>
Subject: Re: update on field

Hello All,
Just to keep everyone updated on the projects we discussed yesterday - when
Beth Speer returned to work today she found that Dr. Hays and Dr. Ibrahim's
former wheat plots had been disced in yesterday.  In addition, the sesame
quarter of the cropping systems project was also disced yesterday which
negates the two year tillage treatment we had established.  This will
profoundly change the direction of the cropping systems project.
Diane Rowland

------ End of Forwarded Message



From: David Baltensperger
To: ALL FAC '10
Date: 11/4/2009 10:42 PM
Subject: Fwd: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative
Attachments: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: David Baltensperger
To: ALL FAC '10
Date: 11/5/2009 8:04 PM
Subject: Fwd: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative
Attachments: FW: Specialty Crop Research Initiative

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: David Baltensperger
To: King, Jodi
Date: 7/23/2010 4:35 PM
Subject: Fwd: Re: Coaching
Attachments: Re: Coaching

FYI

Looks like a go.

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: David Baltensperger
To: Smith, C Wayne
Date: 1/22/2010 5:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Re: Sudan
Attachments: Re: Sudan

Wayne,

They are up to speed now. 

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
CC: sams; MAHussey.EXTERNAL.Internet
Date: 8/20/2010 2:57 PM
Subject: Retention Package
Attachments: retention package_AR.doc



Parencia Chair Stakeholders Meeting
10:30‐1:00 Friday, September 10

Austin Airport Hilton

Attending:

Chris Sansone
Professor and Extension Entomologist
Associate Department Head and Program Leader‐Extension Entomology
San Angelo, TX

Roger Haldenby
Vice President‐Operations 
Plains Cotton Growers, Inc.

Steve Verett
Executive Vice President
Plains Cotton Growers, Inc.

Craig Shook
Driscoll  Foundation
Corpus Christi, Texas

Jeff Nunley
Executive Director
South Texas Cotton & Grain Association
Victoria, Texas

Brian Murray 
Assistant Commissioner for External Relations.
Texas Department of Agriculture

David Oefinger
Executive Director
Texas Pest Management Association

Jaroy Moore
Professor and Resident Director of Research 
Texas AgriLife Research and Extension Center
Lubbock, Texas 

Onsite Contact:
Jenni Dyer| Express Sales Manager
Hilton Austin Airport | 9515 Hotel Drive, Austin, Texas 78719
Hotel Phone 512.385.6767 | Direct Phone 512.634.2166



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: dbaltensperger@tamu.edu
Date: 5/19/2010 7:47 PM
Subject: Peanut Research

David, 
Mark Hussey asked me to respond to Andy Paterson's email below.  Do you have information relevant to 
#2. Note there is a quick fuse on this and I believe this will be an opportunity for your department, the 
agency and our genomics facility to carve off a piece of the peanut action.
Thanks,
Craig

               I am writing to request your assistance in persuading the US Department of Energy Joint 
Genome Institute (JGI) to sequence the peanut (groundnut) genome under its "Community Sequencing 
Program (CSP)."  I believe the time has come for peanut because there is growing recognition of its 
importance as a drought tolerant oilseed (indeed with among the highest "oil yields" of any crops, and 
being the original source of diesel), because it is an important missing piece in the puzzle of legume 
evolution, and because supporting genomics resources including a physical map will soon be released.  A 
private foundation intends to partially defray the sequencing of peanut (keeping all results in the public 
domain), and I think there is a good chance of getting the remainder of the sequence needed from the 
JGI.

               CSP proposals only permit 10 names on the cover sheet -accordingly I am asking individuals to 
participate such as yourself, who can represent entire key institutions and research programs.

               Please let me know by return email if you are willing to participate (so I can approach others if 
you are not). In the happy event that you can help, what I need from you by 25 May (Weds) is the 
following:

               1. A short (2 page) cv - while there is no specific format required, the format that I am using is 
attached as an example.
               2.       A ~1 paragraph description of the institutions/programs/projects that you oversee, also 
including:
               a.    approximate annual research expenditures on peanut,
               b.   approximate FTEs (full-time-equivalent personnel) per year engaged in peanut research, 
and the names of some of the more prominent personnel;
               c. major current grants (total dollar value, start/end dates, sponsor)
               d.   major pending grants (  "       "       "       ).
               Details of annual research expenditures and research funding are especially important - a major 
factor in the JGI's consideration is the scope of non-JGI investments in the target organism.

               In addition, I will invite you to edit a near-final draft of the proposal, which I hope to email on 26 
May (hence it is important that I receive your information by 25 May).  The proposal must be submitted on 
28 May, so this will involve a rather short turnaround.

               Thank you for your efforts to take peanut/groundnut "to the next level."

               Andrew Paterson



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Date: 9/25/2010 4:47 PM
Subject: Re: Abu Dhabi group

My pleasure. See you @ 2. Craig

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 25, 2010, at 4:32 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> I have a group coming into visit on Monday that includes a couple from Abu Dhabi.  I had not planned to 
involve it at your level, but Dr. Lunt is out ( their interest is in his area) as well as Dr. McCutchen.  The 
plan is to bring them (2-4) by to visit with Dr. Sams at 1:30.  If you had a few minutes around 2 it would be 
great.   Let me know.  Thanks!
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
> 
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
CC: SSCHULZE@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 7/23/2010 4:32 PM
Subject: Re: Coaching

Approved.

On 7/23/10 4:07 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Dr. Nessler,
> 
> I have been involved with coaching sessions with Jodi King through CI for the
> past couple of years.  I have found this a great time to reflect on process,
> strategy and priorities for the department and would like to continue.  It is
> my understanding that AgriLife has a contract and some available hours with
> CI.  I would greatly appreciate being assigned to 15 hours over the next 2
> years if possible.  Please let me know.
> 
> Thanks for your consideration.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
CC: Steve Schulze <s-schulze@tamu.edu>
Date: 7/23/2010 4:32 PM
Subject: Re: Coaching

Approved.

On 7/23/10 4:07 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Dr. Nessler,
> 
> I have been involved with coaching sessions with Jodi King through CI for the
> past couple of years.  I have found this a great time to reflect on process,
> strategy and priorities for the department and would like to continue.  It is
> my understanding that AgriLife has a contract and some available hours with
> CI.  I would greatly appreciate being assigned to 15 hours over the next 2
> years if possible.  Please let me know.
> 
> Thanks for your consideration.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
CC: Steve Schulze <s-schulze@tamu.edu>
Date: 7/23/2010 4:32 PM
Subject: Re: Coaching

Approved.

On 7/23/10 4:07 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Dr. Nessler,
> 
> I have been involved with coaching sessions with Jodi King through CI for the
> past couple of years.  I have found this a great time to reflect on process,
> strategy and priorities for the department and would like to continue.  It is
> my understanding that AgriLife has a contract and some available hours with
> CI.  I would greatly appreciate being assigned to 15 hours over the next 2
> years if possible.  Please let me know.
> 
> Thanks for your consideration.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Date: 10/19/2010 3:40 PM
Subject: Re: Commerce Interaction

Dave, We're scheduled for Nov. 18/19 for the trip to Commerce. Thanks for
your suggestion we'll see if Pete or Kyle are available. Craig

On 10/19/10 3:30 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> I appreciate your taking the time to visit with the group from North Texas
> about interaction with Commerce.  I believe that we left it that you would
> line up further discussion with Commerce administration and that we would
> proceed from there.  During the discussion here it came to mind that we should
> probably get Pete or someone from AgriLife Extension involved in the
> discussion as well.
> 
> Let me know if you need other background information or assistance.  Thanks
> again.  
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 7/1/2010 12:34 PM
Subject: Re: computer access

David, I've spoken to Diane a couple of times and understand and hopefully
resolved her issues. I have every intention of making her transition to her
new position as smooth and stress free as possible. Craig

On 7/1/10 10:25 AM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Diane,
> 
> I will see if Dr. Nessler or Dr. Holloway can get this fixed as it is
> essential to wrap up your transition plans on the grants, corporate relations
> and to make sure that the research is not lost.  Thanks.
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 
>>>> Diane L Rowland 7/1/2010 9:46 AM >>>
> Dr. Baltensperger and Dr. Miller,
> I do not have computer access at work and won't be able to submit the
> materials we talked about yesterday.
> Diane
> 
> 



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 2/10/2010 7:12 PM
Subject: RE: Discussion Topics

David, 3:30 tomorrow would be good. I am led to believe the road to bldg 806 is an extension facility thus 
Agrilife Research may not have a role to play. Talk with you tomorrow. Craig

-----Original Message-----
From: David Baltensperger [mailto:dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu]
Sent: Wed 2/10/2010 6:56 PM
To: Nessler, Craig
Subject: Discussion Topics
 
Dr. Nessler,

I need to update you on some discussion topics and was wondering if you might be available for a phone 
call or a quick sit down on Friday afternoon ?  The primary topics are:

Tillman recruitment for ETF (his thoughts on salary)

North Texas agronomy activities
    Commerce met to discuss land resource with producers and they (producers) will be contacting you.
     Russell Sutton funding
     General approach to ag research in Commerce area

Your thoughts on roads by bldg 806.  
   

Let me know if another time Saturday or early next week would work better.  Thanks!

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 2/10/2010 7:27 PM
Subject: RE: Discussion Topics

How about 2 p.m.?

-----Original Message-----
From: David Baltensperger [mailto:dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu]
Sent: Wed 2/10/2010 6:56 PM
To: Nessler, Craig
Subject: Discussion Topics
 
Dr. Nessler,

I need to update you on some discussion topics and was wondering if you might be available for a phone 
call or a quick sit down on Friday afternoon ?  The primary topics are:

Tillman recruitment for ETF (his thoughts on salary)

North Texas agronomy activities
    Commerce met to discuss land resource with producers and they (producers) will be contacting you.
     Russell Sutton funding
     General approach to ag research in Commerce area

Your thoughts on roads by bldg 806.  
   

Let me know if another time Saturday or early next week would work better.  Thanks!

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head
Soil and Crop Sciences
Texas A&M University
2474 TAMU
College Station, Texas 77843-2474
 
Phone 979-845-3041
Fax 979-845-0456
Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
 
 
 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Date: 10/19/2010 5:28 PM
Subject: Re: Farm Bill Strategy

Dave, Thank you for giving this so much thought. Yes, I would like your help
on this Texas can't do it alone and we will need to work with the partners
you described.  We should get together and discuss this with some of the key
leaders you've listed. Craig

On 10/19/10 3:53 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> We discussed the possibility of making a push to include forage research in
> the next farm bill and I said I would get you potential names for a task force
> as we got closer to the election.  Have you thought any more about forming a
> task force on this issue.  At the time I offered to provide some names within
> the system that should be included and I have broken it into two groups,
> faculty and administration:
> 
> Administration --- David Lunt, Russell Cross, Alan Sams, Pete Gibbs, Charles
> Long, Daniel Leskovar, Don Cawthon, John Walker, John Sweeten and David
> Baltensperger.
> 
> Faculty --- Monte Rouquette, Larry Redmon, Ray (Gerald ) Smith, Vanessa
> Corriher, Jim Muir, Dariusz Malinowski, Brent Bean, Russell Jessup
> 
> I think the best way to get clientele and industry partners would be to
> contact this group to get suggestions.  We will also want to thank about
> partners at the National level if we are going to make any head way.
> 
> The political process should start to emerge by January and if we are to be
> ready it would be timely to get started.  Let me know if you need my help on
> proceeding with this.
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  



> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 4/7/2010 9:08 AM
Subject: Re: Fertilizer Tax and Farm Bill Planning

David, We'll be glad to coordinate if you give me a list of the folks you
think should be at the table for initial discussions. Craig

On 4/6/10 5:18 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Craig,  
> 
> I like the idea of getting a group together to strategize on forage and
> fertilizer opportunities. Perhaps the fertilizer tax and the farm bill
> discussion are completely separate, but I think that an internal discussion
> with the agencies and college about strategy for both would be well spent
> time.  I assume you will coordinate such a meeting out of your office, but let
> me know if you want me to make it happen.  Thanks.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To:
CC: ; EGSM...
Date: 12/31/2009 9:52 AM
Subject: Re: meeting January 11, 2010

David, I will be available after 7pm on the 11th. Craig

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 30, 2009, at 4:21 PM, "David Gibson" < >  
wrote:

> Dr. Nessler and Department Heads,
>
>
>
> Scott Averhoff, Chairman Texas Corn Producers Board and Charles  
> Ring, Research Committee Chairman Texas Corn Producers Board, along  
> with David Gibson, Executive Director and one of our panhandle board  
> members;  will be in College Station for the Mycotoxin Working Group  
> meeting on January 11, 2010. Which is scheduled to conclude at 3:00  
> p.m.  We would like to schedule a meeting with you and the  
> department heads after this meeting or we could have a working  
> dinner. Please let us know what best fits into your schedules.
>
>
>
> We want to discuss state corn research needs and directions.  We  
> recently met to review state research proposals and want to discuss  
> our decisions on them prior to sending information to the faculty  
> which sent in proposals. Our funding letters will be sent to faculty  
> after our meeting. It has been a while since we have had such a  
> discussion and with ongoing changes in state priorities and  
> positions, we feel this is necessary.
>
>
>
> As you know we are very involved in the ‘AFLATOXIN MITIGATION CENTER 
>  OF EXCELLENCE’ and this would be another topic which we need to dis 
> cuss. We and the cooperating states are working on schedules for wor 
> k on the initiative and we want to keep you informed on the progress 
> .  Dr. Lacewell has been working on this with us.
>
>
>
> We look forward to your response.
>
>
>
> Scott Averhoff
>
> Charles Ring
>
> David Gibson



>
>



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 4/22/2010 2:52 PM
Subject: Re: Non-Disclosure Agreement - Scotts

Thanks David. Enjoyed meeting the Scott's people. Let us know how we can
help as things progress.

On 4/22/10 2:03 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> FYI
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DGILLILA@ag.tamu.edu; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
CC: MMCCASLA@ag.tamu.edu; DACummings@ag.tamu.edu; CRhodes@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 9/6/2010 5:04 PM
Subject: Re: Norman Ventures

All, I agree to cover this year's lease payment of $8,332.80 from the Dallas
land sale account. 

Craig L. Nessler
Director Texas AgriLife Research

113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
2142 TAMU 
College Station, TX 77843-2142
979.845.7984 (voice)
979.845.4765 (fax)

(cell)

On 9/6/10 4:32 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> This is the bill that needs to be paid soon for year two, that we discussed
> following the Dean's meeting today.  This is the last year of the lease and I
> think our meeting that is coming up with the North Texas group would be a
> great time to discuss the future --.  However, we were hoping that AgriLife
> could cover this years bill. The amount of the agreement is $16,666 ($8,332.80
> per year) for 2 years.  Let me know as Diane is patiently waiting on the year
> two payment.  Thanks.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 
>>>> "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu> 9/2/2010 7:34 PM >>>



> Diane, I just got back from San Angelo and have gone through this
> correspondence. In light of the discussion it appears that the commitment has
> been fulfilled. Craig
> 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: McCutchen, Bill
> Sent: Thu 9/2/2010 7:12 PM
> To: Dugas, William; Nessler, Craig
> Cc: Gilliland, Diane M.
> Subject: Re: Fw: Norman Ventures
>  
> I concur with Dr. Dugas that I was consulted concerning these matters. I
> believe this decision was seen as a temporary solution - due to the transfer
> of personnel as well as the lack of approval/permission by/from Dr. Gilstrap
> to utilize Dallas Center infrastructure/property for wheat RD.
> 
> Bill
> 
> ________________________________
> 
> From: Dugas, William
> To: Nessler, Craig; McCutchen, Bill
> Cc: Diane Gilliland <d-gilliland@tamu.edu>
> Sent: Thu Sep 02 08:01:38 2010
> Subject: FW: Fw: Norman Ventures
> 
> 
> 
> Craig,
> 
> The below seems pretty clear to me about the commitment that was made for this
> rent (1 year). Bill Mc. was involved in these discussion in 9/09.
> 
> Obviously, your call as to how you want to handle.
> 
> Bill
> 
>  
> 
> Wm. A. Dugas
> 
> Associate Vice Chancellor for Agriculture and Life Sciences
> 
> Associate Dean, College of Agriculture and Life Sciences
> 
> 113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
> 
> 2142 TAMU
> 
> College Station, TX 77843-2142
> 
> 979 862 6712
> 
> From: Dugas, William
> Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2009 8:33 AM



> To: Gilliland, Diane M.
> Cc: McCutchen, Bill; Penn, Nancye B; McCasland, Mike
> Subject: RE: Fw: Norman Ventures
> 
>  
> 
> Diane,
> 
> Work w/ Mike to find the $ for this out of the Dallas land sale account. Let
> them know this is for 1 year only.
> 
> Bill
> 
> Wm. A. Dugas
> 
> Associate Vice Chancellor for Agriculture and Life Sciences
> 
> Associate Dean, College of Agriculture and Life Sciences
> 
> Interim Director, Texas AgriLife Research
> 
> 113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
> 
> 2142 TAMU
> 
> College Station, TX 77843-2142
> 
> 979 862 6712
> 
> ________________________________
> 
> From: Diane Gilliland [mailto:d-gilliland@tamu.edu]
> Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2009 3:45 PM
> To: Dugas, William
> Cc: McCutchen, Bill; Penn, Nancye B
> Subject: Fwd: Fw: Norman Ventures
> 
>  
> 
> Dr. Dugas, 
> 
> I checked with Mike McCasland about using the Blackland Interest money to pay
> for this lease, and he is reluctant to do that without your specific approval.
> This is the account Soil & Crop thought was told would be used.
> 
> Since this is for small grains research, however, it seems like it would make
> more sense to use the small grains royalty account to pay for this land use.
> 
>  
> 
> I need specific guidance from you on where to have the expense charged.
> 
>  
> 
> Thanks. 
> 



> Diane
> 
>>>> On 8/28/2009 at 8:49 AM, Marilyn McWhorter <MSMcWhorter@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:
> 
> Diane,
> 
> I haven't received anything on this.  Is this something I need to take care
> of?  If so, I need backup and the approvals.
> 
> Thanks,
> marilyn
> 
>>>> Carol Rhodes 8/6/2009 2:23 PM >>>
> Diane.
> I presume that someone over there will process this for payment?  A copy of
> the agreement is in LF.   Thanks, cj
> 
> C. J. Rhodes
> Carol J. Rhodes, Administrative Services Officer
> Department of Soil & Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> TAMU 2474
> College Station, TX  77843-2474
> cj-rhodes@tamu.edu
> (979) 845-3001; FAX (979) 845-0456
> 
> 
> 
>>>> "McCutchen, Bill" <bmccutchen@tamu.edu> 8/6/2009 2:03 PM >>>
> Please proceed and have Diane cover.
> 
> Bill
> 
> From: McCutchen, Bill
> To: Dugas, William
> Cc: Slovacek, Jackie; Penn, Nancye B
> Sent: Thu Aug 06 13:09:52 2009
> Subject: Re: Norman Ventures
> 
> I believe we did receive this request - some time ago while Hussey was still
> Director. This was an ask from SGAC, and I believe we approved, although I
> have no official record.
> 
> Baltensperger sent over official requests, which I believe Jackie/Nancye have.
> 
> Bill
> 
> From: Dugas, William
> To: McCutchen, Bill
> Cc: Slovacek, Jackie; Penn, Nancye B
> Sent: Thu Aug 06 12:41:08 2009
> Subject: RE: Norman Ventures
> 
> 
> Bill,
> Did you (I?) agree to pay this.  My memory is faulty on this?



> 
> 
> Please work w/ Nancye.
> 
> Bill
> 
> Wm. A. Dugas
> Associate Vice Chancellor for Agriculture and Life Sciences
> Associate Dean, College of Agriculture and Life Sciences
> Interim Director, Texas AgriLife Research
> 113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
> 2142 TAMU
> College Station, TX 77843-2142
> 979 862 6712
> 
> 
> From:McCutchen, Bill
> Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2009 2:27 PM
> To: Dugas, William
> Cc: Slovacek, Jackie; Penn, Nancye B
> Subject: Fw: Norman Ventures
> 
> 
> 
> Bill,
> 
> We have spoken about this in the past and have a request from SCS. Do we sign
> and forward the request to Diane's shop?
> 
> Thanks,
> 
> Bill
> 
> 
> 
> 
> From: Diane Gilliland <d-gilliland@tamu.edu>
> To: McCutchen, Bill
> Cc: Slovacek, Jackie
> Sent: Wed Aug 05 14:04:59 2009
> Subject: Norman Ventures
> 
> Bill, 
> 
> 
> 
> According to my records, the agreement with Norman Ventures is for a Season
> Land Use Agreement through the Soil & Crop Sciences Department.  The amount of
> the agreement is $16,666 ($8,332.80 per year) for 2 years.   Since the
> agreement is to support the small grains program, our understanding is that
> this will be paid from the Director's office.   However, to date, we have not
> been given an account number to process payment against.
> 
> 
> 
> If you can provide that information, we will have the payment expedited.



> 
> 
> 
> Thanks. 
> 
> Diane
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: RDavila@ag.tamu.edu
CC: PGibbs@ag.tamu.edu; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 2/8/2010 10:33 AM
Subject: Re: North of F&B Property - PP cost share request

Ralph, Since this is an Extension/Soil & Crop Science activity I think this
is best handled by them. I pass along the request to them. Craig

On 2/8/10 8:00 AM, "Ralph Davila" <r-davila@tamu.edu> wrote:

> Good Morning,
> 
> PP is requesting support on a road reconstruction project that will asphalt a
> gravel/dirt road from the entrance at F&B to buildings 806, 1165 and 1247 (
> see attached area to be paved). Building 806 is currently under renovation and
> will house the Soils Testing lab relocating from Heep. The renovation project
> of 806 does not cover any road wok to the facility. The budget did not allow
> road work. The additional two buildings are occupied by EHS and PP utilities.
> 
> The road work does benefit AgriLife in that it will provide hard surface into
> our renovated facility, bldg 806 and to the back property for a short
> distance.
> 
> PP has requested a commitment of $12,000 towards the project. The road work is
> estimated at $62,000.
> 
> 
> If it is possible I would recommend funding the request.
> 
> Thanks
> Ralph
> 
> Ralph R. Davila
> Agriculture Facilities Manager
> Texas AgriLife
> Wells Fargo 
> 3000 Briarcrest Dr., Suite 408
> Bryan, Texas 77802
> 979-845-1225
> 979-862-3341 Fax
> r-davila@tamu.edu
> 
> 



From: "Nessler, Craig" <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: WLRooney.EXTERNAL.Internet; RVAvant.EXTERNAL.Internet
CC: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu; JEMullet.EXTERNAL.Internet; BMcCutchen.EXTER...
Date: 2/13/2010 3:54 PM
Subject: RE: NSF Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to Foster 
Sustainable Agricultural Solutions around the World

Thanks for following up on this. We need some insight before proceeding. Craig

-----Original Message-----
From: Avant, Bob
Sent: Sat 2/13/2010 3:32 PM
To: Bill Rooney
Cc: McCutchen, Bill; Mullet, John E.; Nessler, Craig; Baltensperger, David
Subject: Re: NSF Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to Foster Sustainable 
Agricultural Solutions around the World
 
Bill R. 

I'll follow up and see if I can get through. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 13, 2010, at 11:21 AM, "Bill Rooney" <wlr@tamu.edu> wrote:

Bill:

 

Over the past month, I have made three calls to Dr. Yilma Kebede at his office at Gates 
Headquarters in Seattle.  I have not had a response.  I've sent him an e-mail as well.  

 

I'll try again, but either the messages are not getting through, he is extremely busy, or 
they are not that interested in dialog, at least with this contact.  

 

Regards, 

 

Bill 

 

Dr. William L. Rooney

Professor, Sorghum Breeding and Genetics

Chair, Plant Release Committee



Texas A&M University

College Station, Texas 77843-2474

979 845 2151 

From: McCutchen, Bill [mailto:bmccutchen@tamu.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2010 9:03 AM
To: wlr@tamu.edu; Mullet, John E.
Cc: Avant, Bob; Nessler, Craig
Subject: Fw: NSF Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to Foster 

Sustainable Agricultural Solutions around the World

 

Bill and John,

Obviously there could be significant potential here, and we should prepare accordingly. 
Any update on Gates' discussions? Connection with Should we set meeting or telecon to discuss?

Thanks,

Bill

 

________________________________

From: Maldonado, Theresa 
To: McCutchen, Bill; Avant, Bob 
Sent: Fri Feb 12 19:19:57 2010
Subject: NSF Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to Foster 

Sustainable Agricultural Solutions around the World 

From: National Science Foundation Update < <mailto:nsf-update@nsf.gov> 
nsf-update@nsf.gov>

Date: Thu, 11 Feb 2010 13:49:04 -0600 (CST)
Subject: National Science Foundation Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates 

Foundation to Foster Sustainable Agricultural Solutions around the World

National Science Foundation Announces Partnership with Bill & Melinda Gates 
Foundation to Foster Sustainable Agricultural Solutions around the World 
<http://www.nsf.gov/news/news_summ.jsp?cntn_id=114493&WT.mc_id=USNSF_60&WT.mc_ev=click>  

Thu, 25 Jun 2009 08:42:00 -0500 

<image002.jpg>The National Science Foundation (NSF) today announced a nearly $50 
million partnership with the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation to support innovative, solutions to critical 
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From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>, David Lunt <d-lunt@tam...
CC: Piya Abeygunawardena <PAbeygunawardena@ag.tamu.edu>, Edwin Price <edwin....
Date: 10/6/2010 3:33 PM
Subject: Re: Potential grant partner for work in India

David, I will be in Rome next week along with several members of the Borlaug
however they would be the most appropriate folks to handle the visit. Craig

On 10/6/10 11:37 AM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> David and Craig,
> 
> Attached are some e-mails that put together a picture of what Victor Joseph is
> after.  I talked with him by phone about potential collaboration on wheat,
> soybean and forages, but shared that he would need others for dairy and
> poultry.  He was directed to us through Senator Cornyn's office and a former
> regent.  
> 
> 
> He would like to visit campus next week as this is to have something prior to
> President Obama's visit to India in November.  I suggest it should be handled
> by either the Borlaug Institute or AgriLife Research?
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: PGibbs@ag.tamu.edu; MAHussey.EXTERNAL.Internet; RVAvant.EXTERNAL.Interne...
CC: M_Nelson.EXTERNAL.Internet
Date: 4/24/2010 11:20 AM
Subject: Re: Scott's Meeting Notes

All, Please keep in mind that any naming opportunity must be handled through
our development office not OCR. Craig

On 4/24/10 9:40 AM, "Bill McCutchen" <bmccutchen@tamu.edu> wrote:

> Sounds like a good meeting.
> 
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: David Baltensperger <DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
> To: Helms, Adam; Sams, Alan; Avant, Bob; McCutchen, Bill; Nessler, Craig;
> Hussey, Mark; Gibbs, Pete
> Cc: Nelson, Michelle
> Sent: Sat Apr 24 00:11:38 2010
> Subject: Re: Scott's Meeting Notes
> 
> Adam and Michelle,
> 
> I think you captured most of it, but they are interested in naming
> opportunities for the new turf area and they are very interested in graduate
> programs and internships.
> 
> Thanks for the great job of capturing ideas as they came very fast and were so
> positive.
> 
> 
> 
> David Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2472 TAMU
> College Station
> Texas 77843-2474
> 
> 979-845-3041
> -----Original Message-----
> From: "Helms, Adam" <ahelms@dsmail.tamu.edu>
> To: McCutchen, Bill <BMcCutchen.EXTERNAL.Internet>
> To: Nessler, Craig <CNessler.EXTERNAL.Internet>
> Cc: Nelson, Michelle <M_Nelson.EXTERNAL.Internet>
> To: Avant, Bob <RVAvant.EXTERNAL.Internet>
> To: Baltensperger, David <DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
> 
> Sent: 4/23/2010 5:21:36 PM
> Subject: Scott's Meeting Notes
> 
> Please find attached the meeting notes, priorities and next steps
> Michelle Nelson and I prepared following the meeting with Scott's April
> 22.  I have also attached the presentation Scott's presented.  Both of



> these files are confidential and need to remain internal to AgriLife.
> 
> 
> 
> If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at your
> earliest convenience.
> 
> 
> 
> Best,
> 
> 
> 
> Adam
> 
> 
> 
> Adam Helms
> 
> Project Manager
> 
> Corporate Relations
> 
> Texas AgriLife Research
> 
> Texas A&M University System
> 
> 100E Centeq Building A, Research Park
> 
> 1500 Research Parkway
> 
> College Station, Texas 77843-2583
> 
> (mobile)
> 
> 979-458-2677 (office)
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 4/7/2010 8:59 AM
Subject: Re: Scotts

David, I have scheduled lunch with Scotts for the 22nd. Let me know where
and what time when it is finalized. Craig

On 4/6/10 5:15 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> Thanks for agreeing to meet with Scotts while they are in town on April 22.
> We will plan on lunch, but if we need to adjust we will.  If you and Dr.
> McCutchen can find a lunch or breakfast free prior to then let Judy Young (she
> runs my calendar) so we can make sure we present a fair picture of our
> interest to them.  Thanks again.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
CC: PGERLING@ag.tamu.edu; RTEAGUE@ag.tamu.edu; JYoung@ag.tamu.edu; 
JSWEETEN@...
Date: 8/10/2010 12:11 PM
Subject: Re: Sij Emeritus

I approve.

On 8/9/10 6:58 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Dr. Nessler,
> 
> The department of Soil and Crop Sciences, by unanimous vote supports the
> Professor Emeritus rank for Dr. John Sij.  I concur with this and fully
> support the material presented to you by Drs. Teague and Sweeten.  If you need
> additional information please let me know.
> 
> 
> David Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2472 TAMU
> College Station
> Texas 77843-2474
> 
> 979-845-3041 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
CC: Mark Hussey <mhussey@tamu.edu>
Date: 10/19/2010 4:05 PM
Subject: Re: Soil Nutrient Research

Dave, I agree. The timing would be poor. Craig

On 10/19/10 3:57 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> Craig,
> 
> Dr. Hussey, you and I briefly discussed the potential for approaching the
> legislature for an assessment on fertilizer sales for research this session.
> With all the budget turmoil it has been my assumption that this was not the
> time to move forward on this, but wanted to make sure you were not waiting for
> something from me in this regard.  Let me know if you need more information.
> 
> I promise this is the last one for today, but noted several were in my tickler
> file to follow up on.  Thanks again.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: ARSams.EXTERNAL.Internet; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
CC: MAHussey.EXTERNAL.Internet; EPRICE@ag.tamu.edu
Date: 1/22/2010 5:16 PM
Subject: Re: Sudan

David, Thanks for the heads up. The costs section, i.e. Who pays for what,
will need to be resolved as this moves forward. Craig

On 1/22/10 3:30 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> We have been approached by collaborators on Sudanese agriculture and
> discussions have been developing into draft papers.  I wanted to make sure
> that you were aware of these.
> 
> 
> Involved scientists include C. Wayne Smith, Amir Ibrahim, Steve Hague and Seth
> Murray.  I believe that initial conatct came through Dr. Ed Price.  The draft
> below was developed by Dr. Smith.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>, Alan Sams <asams@tamu....
CC: Ed Price <ec-price@tamu.edu>, Mark Hussey <mhussey@tamu.edu>
Date: 1/22/2010 5:16 PM
Subject: Re: Sudan

David, Thanks for the heads up. The costs section, i.e. Who pays for what,
will need to be resolved as this moves forward. Craig

On 1/22/10 3:30 PM, "David Baltensperger" <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
wrote:

> We have been approached by collaborators on Sudanese agriculture and
> discussions have been developing into draft papers.  I wanted to make sure
> that you were aware of these.
> 
> 
> Involved scientists include C. Wayne Smith, Amir Ibrahim, Steve Hague and Seth
> Murray.  I believe that initial conatct came through Dr. Ed Price.  The draft
> below was developed by Dr. Smith.
> 
> 
> David D. Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2474 TAMU
> College Station, Texas 77843-2474
>  
> Phone 979-845-3041
> Fax 979-845-0456
> Email dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu
>  
>  
>  
> 
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: MAHussey.EXTERNAL.Internet; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu; BMcCutchen.EXTER...
Date: 2/16/2010 10:24 AM
Subject: Re: Tillman

Bill, It was a valiant effort but you can¹t win them all. Craig

On 2/16/10 10:21 AM, "Bill McCutchen" <bmccutchen@tamu.edu> wrote:

> Just got off phone with Tillman.  Not good news - not moving.
> 
> ----- Original Message -----
> From: David Baltensperger <DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
> To: McCutchen, Bill
> Sent: Sun Feb 14 20:25:58 2010
> Subject: Tillman
> 
> Bill,
> 
> Any contact?
> 
> David Baltensperger
> Professor and Head
> Soil and Crop Sciences
> Texas A&M University
> 2472 TAMU
> College Station
> Texas 77843-2474
> 
> 979-845-3041
> 



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To:  ahelms@dsmail.tamu.edu
CC: TMiller@ag.tamu.edu; DBaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu; DKLunt.EXTERNAL.Interne...
Date: 7/9/2010 12:27 PM
Subject: Re: Uvalde Update

Hi Adam, I am surprised about the first bullet. It was my understanding that
Dr. Holloway was supposed to get a copy of Dr. Rowland¹s notebooks not the
originals or if he got the originals she was to retain a copy.  I will
request that Dr. Holloway make a copy of all the materials that were turned
in and return the originals. Certainly Dr. Rowland should be free to publish
on work done at the Center within the boundaries of the contracts she has
with the sponsors. As for the second bullet as the organizer it is your
meeting if Dr. Holloway is not an invitee then I see no way for him to
insert himself into the meeting. I will re-enforce that message when I
contact Dr. Holloway about the notebooks. I am taking the liberty of copying
your note and my response to Dr. Rowland.  Craig

On 7/9/10 9:25 AM, "Helms, Adam" <ahelms@dsmail.tamu.edu> wrote:

> Dr. Nessler,
>  
> Travis Miller and I spoke with Dr. Rowland yesterday afternoon to get an
> update on the technical transition of her multiple projects.  This meeting
> also served as a pre-briefing for the July 15th meeting in College Station.
> There are two topics of immediate concern she raised.
> * Ability to publish on her research she performed while at Uvalde.  Dr.
> Rowland explained she has handed over all data to Dr. Holloway/Uvalde Center
> but would like to be able to publish her work in the future and would need
> that data back to publish.
> * Concern that Dr. Holloway would be in attendance at the July 15th meeting in
> College Station.  She had the feeling Dr. Holloway will try and insert himself
> into the meeting and requested he not be in attendance.  Per our conversation
> Wednesday with Dr. McCutchen, will it be possible for someone from the
> Director¹s Office to clarify to all who will be in attendance at the July 15th
> meeting?  Current attendees are:  Diane Rowland, Bill McCutchen, David
> Baltensperger, Travis Miller, Ray King (Uvalde Farm Manager), Beth Speer
> (Uvalde Technician) and Adam Helms.
>  
> If there are any questions of comments, please do not hesitate to contact me
> at your earliest convenience.
>  
> Sincerely,
>  
> Adam  
>  
> Adam Helms
> Project Manager
> Corporate Relations
> Texas AgriLife Research
> Texas A&M University System
> 100E Centeq Building A, Research Park
> 1500 Research Parkway
> College Station, Texas 77843-2583
> (mobile)



> 979-458-2677 (office)
>  
> 



 

SAUDI ARAMCO R&DC – TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY MEETING 
3rd June 2010 at TAMU Campus, College Station 

 
MEETING AGENDA 

 
Agenda for meeting between Dr. Omar Abdul-Hamid , Manager, Saudi Aramco R&D Center and 
Texas A&M University Team. 
 
O bjective: to follow up on previous discussions and meetings in various technical areas where Saudi 
Aramco R&DC and Texas A&M University could collaborate. 

3rd June 
2010: 
Time 

Topic Desired Outcome 

 
9:30 a.m. 

Arrival of Dr. O mar Abdul-Hamid at College 
Station -  Reception & Welcome  
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Face to face introductions. 
 

9:40 a.m. 

An O verview  of the R&DC by Dr. O . S. Abdul-
Hamid 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Share more in depth information 
about R&DC with TAMU. 

 
10:10 a.m. 

 

Review  of action items from previous 
teleconference calls, emails and meetings 
including NDA 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Agreed progress and timeline for any 
outstanding action items. 

10:20 a.m. 

Numerical modeling of crude oil separation 
systems 
Dr. Jim Calvin  
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Carbon Management 
Project. 
 

10:40 a.m.  

Numerical simulation of microbial grow th in 
oilfield systems 
Dr. Thomas Wood , Dr. Jim Calvin, Dr. Jean-Luc 
Guermond, Dr. Yalchin Efendiev 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

 
Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Water Systems 
Project. 
 

11:00 a.m.  Tour of Thomas Wood’s Lab   

11:15 a.m.  Wa k to Richardson Petroleum Engineering 
Building  Break 

11:25 a.m.  

CO 2 Capture/Bioconversion/Storage 
Dr. Bob Avant,  Dr. Craig Nessler  
Dr. Joe Zhou, Dr. Hisham Nasr-El-Din, Dr. Ken 
Hall  
 
Richardson Petroleum Building Room 309  

Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Carbon Management 
Project. 
 
 
 

11:45 a.m.  Tour of Dr. Hisham Nasr-El-Din’s  Lab  

11:55 a.m.  Wrap up and agreement of action items and 
next steps Agreed actions and clear timetable. 

12:05 p.m.  Walk to Rudder Tower   
12:15 p.m.  Lunch at the University Club – North Room  **INVITATIO N O NLY** 

1:30 p.m. Departure of Dr. Abdul-Hamid to Houston 
Airport.  



 

SAUDI ARAMCO R&DC – TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY MEETING 
3rd June 2010 at TAMU Campus, College Station 

 
MEETING AGENDA 

 
Agenda for meeting between Dr. Omar Abdul-Hamid , Manager, Saudi Aramco R&D Center and 
Texas A&M University Team. 
 
O bjective: to follow up on previous discussions and meetings in various technical areas where Saudi 
Aramco R&DC and Texas A&M University could collaborate. 

3rd June 
2010: 
Time 

Topic Desired Outcome 

 
9:30 a.m. 

Arrival of Dr. O mar Abdul-Hamid at College 
Station -  Reception & Welcome  
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Face to face introductions. 
 

9:40 a.m. 

An O verview  of the R&DC by Dr. O . S. Abdul-
Hamid 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Share more in depth information 
about R&DC with TAMU. 

 
10:10 a.m. 

 

Review  of action items from previous 
teleconference calls, emails and meetings 
including NDA 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Agreed progress and timeline for any 
outstanding action items. 

10:20 a.m. 

Numerical modeling of crude oil separation 
systems 
Dr. Jim Calvin  
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Carbon Management 
Project. 
 

10:40 a.m.  

Numerical simulation of microbial grow th in 
oilfield systems 
Dr. Thomas Wood , Dr. Jim Calvin, Dr. Jean-Luc 
Guermond, Dr. Yalchin Efendiev 
 
Jack E. Brown Building, Room 256 

 
Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Water Systems 
Project. 
 

11:00 a.m.  Tour of Thomas Wood’s Lab   

11:15 a.m.  Wa k to Richardson Petroleum Engineering 
Building  Break 

11:25 a.m.  

CO 2 Capture/Bioconversion/Storage 
Dr. Bob Avant,  Dr. Craig Nessler  
Dr. Joe Zhou, Dr. Hisham Nasr-El-Din, Dr. Ken 
Hall  
 
Richardson Petroleum Building Room 309  

Agreement on potential for TAMU 
input to R&DC Carbon Management 
Project. 
 
 
 

11:45 a.m.  Tour of Dr. Hisham Nasr-El-Din’s  Lab  

11:55 a.m.  Wrap up and agreement of action items and 
next steps Agreed actions and clear timetable. 

12:05 p.m.  Walk to Rudder Tower   
12:15 p.m.  Lunch at the University Club – North Room  **INVITATIO N O NLY** 

1:30 p.m. Departure of Dr. Abdul-Hamid to Houston 
Airport.  



Specialty Crop Research Initiative 
 

 

 

FY 2010 Request for Applications 

 

 

APPLICATION DEADLINE:  January  14, 2010 
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N ATION AL IN STITUTE OF FOOD A N D AGRIC ULTU RE ;  
U .S. DEPA RTMEN T OF AGRIC ULTU RE  
 
SPECIALTY C ROP RESEA R CH INITIATIVE 
 
C ATALOG OF FEDER AL DOMESTIC A SSISTA N CE:  This program is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance under 10.309, Specialty Crop Research Initiative.  
 
D ATES:  Complete, error-free applications must be received in Grants.gov by January  14, 2010 
(5:00 p m. or earlier Eastern Time) .  Applications received  after this deadline will normally 
not be considered for funding. The agency strongly encourages applicants to submit applications 
well before the deadline to allow time for correction of technical errors identified by Grants .gov.  
Comments regarding this request for applications (RFA) are requested within six months from 
the issuance of this notice. Comments received after that date will be considered to the extent 
practicable.  
 
STAKEHOLDER INPUT:  The National Institute of Food and Agriculture  is requesting 
comments regarding this RFA from any interested party. These comments will be considered in 
the development of the next RFA for the program, if applicable, and will be used to meet the 
requirements of section 103(c)(2) of the Agricultural Research, Extension, and Education 
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7613(c)(2)). This section requires the Secretary to solicit and 
consider input on a current RFA from persons who conduct or use agricultural research, 
education , and extension for use in formulating future RFAs for competitive programs. Written 
stakeholder comments on this RFA should be submitted in accordance with the deadline set forth 
in the DATES portion of this Notice.  
 
Written stakeholder comments should be submitted by mail to: Policy and Oversight Branch; 
Office of Extramural Programs; National Institute of Food and Agriculture ; USDA; STOP 2299; 
1400 Independence Avenue, SW; Washington, DC 20250-2299; or via e-mail to: RFP -
OEP@nifa.usda.go v (this e-mail address is intended only for receiving comments regarding this 
RFA and not requesting information or forms). In your comments, please state that you are 
responding to the Specialty Crop Research Initiative  RFA.  
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********Please Read******** 

Important Information Regarding Specialty Crop Research Initiative 
Policies and Procedures  

********Please Read******** 

 
 
All applications to the Specialty Crop Research Initiative must be submitted through 
Grants .gov. Only materials submitted through Grants .gov (including letters of support) 
will be considered in the review process.  
 
Notice of Intent to Submit an A pplication:  Prospective applicants are asked to email a 
notification of intent to submit an application  by close of business on November 25, 2009 (5:00 
p m. Eastern Time).  The notification of intent to submit is not required and does not enter into 
the review of a subsequent application. The information it contain s will be used to help program 
staff plan the review and estimate the potential review workload. This email should include the 
following information:  

•  Descriptive (draft) title of proposed research;  
•  Name of the Project Director and applicant  name if appli cable;  
•  Names of other potential co-Project Directors and their affiliations , if applicable;   
•  Focus area(s) addressed (see Part I(B) for specific details ); 
•  Likely type of proposal (Coordinated Agricultural Project , Standard Research and 

Extension Project , Regional Partnerships for Innovation Project, eXtension Project, and 
Research and Extension Planning Project ); and  

•  Subject line of email should read: SC RI – Intent to Submit .  
 
Emails should be sent to scri@nifa.usda.gov.  
 
Implementation of the Specialty Crop Research Initiative: It is strongly encouraged that 
applicants propose a unique approach to solving problems facing the specialty crop industries by 
addressing challenges using a systems approach, as defined in Part VIII (E). That is: 
 

A systems approach is any process of estimating or inferring how local policies, 
actions, or changes influence the state of the neighboring universe. It is a 
framework that is based on the belief that the component parts of a system can 
best be understood in the context of relationships  with each other and with other 
systems, rather than in isolation. The only way to fully understand why a problem 
or element occurs and persists is to understand the part in relation to the whole. 

 
The philosophy of the SCRI is that truly effective, long-term solutions to specialty crop industry 
problems can best be achieved by understanding and treating those problems as complex systems 
of many interacting components. This perspective requires projects that are larger in scope and 
complexity, and that demand more resources than have traditionally been allocated to individual 
research and extension projects. 
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In doing so, applications should focus on entire primary systems, or on areas where two or more 
primary systems overlap. For the purposes of this announcement, a primary system is one of the 
three main sectors of the specialty crop industry depicted in the graphic below: the production 
system, the processing and distribution system, and the consumer and market ing system. 
Meeting the challenges faced by these industries can best be handled by considering the full 
breadth of system components (see example components listed for each primary system), rather 
than treating each component in isolation and ignoring important interactions and conflicts 
among components that may render component-specific solutions unviable in the longer term. 
 

 
 
Specialty crops are defined in law as fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and horticulture 
and nursery crops, including floriculture. Furthermore, USDA has developed a more detailed 
description of “specialty crops” that is now in use by all USDA agencies.  Please see the “More 
Information link, http://www nifa. usda.gov/funding/scri/scri.html , for more guidance on those 
crops designated as “specialty crops” by USDA . In total , these crops face many unique, but 
common, challenges. The SCRI seeks to address these challenges by funding systems-based, 
trans-disciplinary approaches. PLEA SE NOTE:  For purposes of the SC RI, the term trans-
disciplinary, is defined as a multi -discipline approach that brings biological and physical 
scientists together with economists and social scientists to address challen ges in a holistic 
manner.  It is anticipated that successful applications will:  
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1. Engage stakeholders in collaborative  ways to identify those priorities of greatest need; 
2. Bring together multi -state, multi-institutional teams of biological, physical and social 

scientists to develop strategies and actions emphasizing systems-based , trans -
disciplinary  approaches  for meeting the identified priorities;  

3. Address priorities through research and extension;  
4. Present plans for documenting the impacts of funded applications that include 

stakeholder involvement; and 
5. Include explicit mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the public. 

 
Support of Long-term, Systems-focused Research and Extension: In fiscal year 2010, the 
SCRI will begin supporting long-term, systems-focused research and extension projects in areas 
where current project periods do not allow for the completion of project objectives.  Breeding of 
woody plants and some ecological studies are examples of these types of projects.  In order to be 
considered as a long-term project, applicants MU ST request five years of funding and state in 
the Project Summary  that the applicant wishes to be considered as a long-term project.   Only 
Standard Research and Extension Projects (SREPs) and Coordinated Agricultur al Projects 
(CAPs) may be considered as long-term projects. In the final year of the original project period 
applicants  will be able to apply for an additional 5-year increment of funding as a renewal 
application , subject to authorization  and the availabil ity of funds. Renewal applications request 
additional funding for a project beyond the period that was approved in an original or amended 
award. Applications for renewed funding must contain the same information as required for new 
applications, and additi onally must contain a progress report which demonstrates measurable 
progress. Renewal applications will be evaluated in competition with other pending applications 
in the appropriate area to which they are assigned, and will be reviewed according to the same 
evaluation criteria as new applications.  
 
New Recipients of NIFA  Funding:  The eligibility requirements for the SCRI are quite broad 
(see Part III (A)). Successful applicants who have not received CSREES funding in the past will 
be required to provide detailed management information prior to the receiving an award . Specific 
management information is required as part of the responsibility determination prior to the award 
of a grant, and must be provided as part of the pre-award process (see Part V (D) for more 
information).   
 
Project Director (PD) Workshop:  It is the intent of the SCRI  to require successful 
applicants, or a designee, to attend at least one PD workshop during the term of their 
project. These workshops may be held in conjunction with another conference  or may be held 
separate from any other meeting. For the purpose of budget development, applicants are 
required to request funds for attending at least one such workshop. The request for these 
funds should be clearly indicated in the budget narrative section of the application.  
 
Matching Requirement: 100 percent non -federal match is legislatively  required for this 
funding opportunity. ALL applicants will be required to provide appropriate matching 
documentation in each application (see Part IV (B) (6) of this RFA  for more specific 
information).  
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Registration Requirement: Before applying, you must complete the Grants.gov registration 
process, which can take as long as two weeks . Please see Part IV  (A) and the following 
Grants.Gov link for more information:  http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp. 
 
EXEC UTIVE SUMMA R Y:  The National Institute of Food and Agriculture  requests 
applications for the Specialty Crop Research Initia tive (SCRI) for fiscal year (FY) 2010 to solve 
critical United States specialty crop issues, priorities, or problems through the integration of 
research and extension activities that take systems-based, trans-disciplinary approaches. The 
intent of the SCRI is to solve the needs of the various specialty crop industries through the 
promotion of collaboration, open communication, the exchange of information and the 
development of resources that accelerate application of scientific discovery and technology. 
N IFA anticipates the total amount available for support of the FY 2010 SCRI will be 
approximately $47.3 million. SCRI will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi -
institutional, or trans-disciplinary, [see Definitions , Part VIII (E)]; and include explicit 
mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the public.  
 
The SCRI offers the following five project types in FY 2010. These project types are described 
in more detail in Part II(C). Applicants should decide w hich project type is best suited to the 
objectives of their research and extension project and develop a budget that fits the 
objectives.   
 

1. Standard Research and Extension Projects  (SREPs)  
a. Project Period – Up to five years. 
b. Budget – Not less than $250,000 per project. 
c. Purpose – To support targeted problem-solving efforts that would not otherwise 

qualify in scope for support as a CAP project.  
 

2. Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs)  
a. Project Period – Three to five years.  
b. Funding range – Normally, federal funds will not exceed $2,000,000 per year. 
c. Purpose – To address specific multiple components of a primary system or 

multiple components of areas where primary systems overlap (see diagram on 
page 4). 

 
3. Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs) 

a. Project Period – Two to three years. 
b. Budget – Normally , federal funds will not exceed $2,000,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To form partnerships that provide the local or regional infrastructure 

needed to fully exploit future technology commercializatio n and adoption. 
 

4. eXtension Projects   
a. Project Period – Three to five years.  
b. Budget – Normally,  federal funds will not exceed $500,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To develop Communities of Practice (COPs) for the eXtension system 

and to support existing COPs.   
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5. Research and Extension Planning Projects   
a. Projec t Period – One year.  
b. Budget – Federal funds up to $50,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To provide assistance to applicants in the development of quality 

proposals. 
 

This notice identifies the objectives for SCRI projects, the eligibility criteria for projects and 
applicants, and the application forms and associated instructions needed to apply for a SCRI 
grant.  
 
In fiscal year 2010, the SCRI will  begin supporting long-term, systems-focused research and 
extension projects in areas where current project periods do not allow for the completion of 
project objectives.  Breeding of woody plants and some ecological studies are examples of these 
types of projects.  In order to be considered as a long-term project, applicants MU ST request five 
years of funding and state in the Project Summary  that the applicant wishes to be considered as 
a long-term project.  Only SREPs and CAPs  may be considered as long-term projects. Renewal 
applications request additional funding for a project beyond the period that was approved in an 
original or amended award , subject to authorization  and the availability of funds.  Applications 
for renewed funding must contain the same information as required for new applications, and 
additionally must contain a progress report which demonstrates measurable progress. Renewal 
applications will be evaluated in competition with other pending applications in the appropriate 
area to which they are assigned, and will be reviewed according to the same evaluation criteria as 
new applications.  For FY 20 10, ren ewal grant applications will not be considered for 
funding.  
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PA RT I—FU N DING OPPORTU NITY DESC RIPTION  
 
A. Legislative A uthority and Background  
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative  (SCRI) is authorized by Section 7311 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, which added section 412 to the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (AREERA). Section 412 of AREERA establishes 
a specialty crop research and extension initiative to address the critical needs of the specialty 
crop industry by developing and disseminating science-based tools to address needs of specific 
crops and their regions.  
 
Please note that 7 CFR 3430.63 applies to this program as awards are supported with annual 
appropriations.  Hence, any funding awarded in FY 2010 expires by the period end date of the 
award or September 30, 2015, whichever is earlier.  
 
B. Purpose and Priorities  
 
The purpose of the SCRI is to address the critical needs of the specialty crop industry (as defined 
in Part VIII (E)). SCRI projects must be designed to solve critical specialty crop agriculture 
issues, address priorities, and/or solve problems through multifunctional research and extension 
activities.  Except for eXtension Project applications and Research and Extension Planning 
Project appli cations, the SC RI only accepts applications that integrate research and  
extension  activities. 
 
The SCRI will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi-institutional or trans-
disciplinary , and include explicit mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the 
public. Projects must budget sufficient resources to carry out the proposed set of extension and 
research activities. Projects must address  at least one of the five legislatively mandated focus 
areas described below and applications should describe the practical applications being sought. 
The intent of the SCRI is to promote collaboration, open communication, the exchange of 
information and the development of resources that accelerate application of scientific discovery 
and technology to solving needs of the various specialty crop industries. SCRI aims to reduce 
duplication of efforts and integrate activities among individuals, institutions, states, and regions. 
Therefore, applications should clearly articulate how an SCRI award will complement and/or 
link with existing programs or projects. FY 2010 funds will be awarded to successful applicants 
under the five project types described in detail in Part II(C). 
 



 10

1. The SCRI has five legislatively mandated focus areas, each of which will receive at least 
10 percent of the available funds. These focus areas are: Research in plant breeding, 
genetics, and genomics to improve crop characteristics,  such as: 

a. product, taste, quality, and appearance;  
b. environmental responses and tolerances;  
c. nutrient manage ment, including plant nutrient uptake efficiency;  
d. pest and disease management, including resistance to pests and diseases resulting 

in reduced application  management strategies; and 
e. enhanced phytonutrient content. 

2. Efforts to identify and address threats from pests and diseases, including threats to 
specialty crop pollinators;  

3. Efforts to improve production efficiency, productivity,  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 ripening; and 

5. Methods to prevent, detect, monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards 
in the production and processing of specialty crops, including fresh produce. 

 
N IFA  will address all of these focus areas by funding projects that emphasize systems-based , 
trans -disciplinary  approaches. In addition, for the purposes of this program, N IFA  interprets 
new innovations and technology to include, among other things, automation, robotics, sensor 
technology and precision agriculture for specialty crops.  NIFA also recognizes the importance 
of specialty crops in enhancing human nutrition and health. 
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative strongly encourages applicants to develop partnerships 
that include collaboration with: (1) small- or mid-sized, accredited colleges and universities; 
and/or (2) 1890 land-grant institutions, 1994 land-grant institutions, Hispanic -serving 
institutions, and/or other institutions that serve high-risk, under-served, or hard-to-reach 
audiences or international  partnerships, linkages, and exchanges that contribute  to solving critical 
specialty crop issues, priorities, or problems in the U.S. 
 
Please note: This program does not fund start up businesses.  Please see the Small Business 
Innovation R esearch Program website for business opportunities  
http://w w w.csree s.usda.gov/fo/sb ir.cfm.  
 
FY 2010 Priority Topics  
 
Stakeholder organizations have spent considerable effort crafting strategic plans and technology 
roadmaps over the past several years. Stakeholders have also provided direct input to the SCRI 
Program Directors.  While stakeholder communities have expressed broad interest in research and 
extension projects that cover many different topics within the five (5) mandated focus areas, they 
have also indicated some very significant high-priority needs. Consequently, based on those 
stated industry needs, the SCRI has identified a number of priorities within each focus area for 
FY 2010, and particularly encourages applications that address these priorities.  Identification of 
these priorities is not intended to be exclusionary and should not deter submission of applications 
that address other priorities appropriate  to each focus area.  
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1. Research in plant breeding, genetics, and genomics to improve crop characteristics : 
 
•  Develop innovative plant breeding systems that improve flexibility and speed for 

delivering unique new specialty crop cultivars adapted to meet future challenges.  
•  Describe and develop systems to remove non-technical barriers to adoption of new 

cultivars— such as economic or marketing barriers—that inhibit full exploitation of 
the genetic potential of specialty crops. 

•  Preserve and utilize national grape germplasm stocks to develop and expand 
commercial accessions that meet regional industry cost and quality requirements, and 
eliminate production hurdles relating to pests/diseases and environmental stress.  

•  Facilitate and improve connections between genomic projects and specialty crop 
breeding programs, including phenotypic characterization , marker development, 
transgenic research and risk assessment, and cloning of key genes of economic 
importance for vegetable crops.  

•  Advance understanding of the genomics of the Compositae or Rutaceae  family and 
their application to practical breeding programs. 

•  Develop new cultivars that are co-designed with newly engineered systems for 
production operations (e.g., spraying, pruning, scouting, and harvesting), to help 
assure that future crop architectures are amenable to increased mechanization.  

•  Utilize genetic approaches to enhance the nutritional value of specialty crops. 
 

2. Efforts to identify and address threats from pests and diseases, including threats to 
specialty crop pollinators : 

 
•  Create new scientific developments, technologies, and tools that will help reduce the 

incidence and impact of industry-critical insect and disease problems including, but 
not limited to: monitoring, control and management strategies (e.g., Citrus Greening, 
also known as Huanglongbing , and the Asian citrus psyllid, which vectors the 
disease); field based diagnostic tools; integrated management  systems; and 
comprehensive strategies and mechanisms for eradication  of newly introduced pests 
where eradication is a plausible strategy. 

•  Create new knowledge and improved tools to understand, protect, and manage native 
pollinators, including: determining the role and extent of parasites and pathogens on 
native pollinators; modifying specialty crop production systems to improve habitat for 
pollinators; and establishing and valuating ecosystems services performed by native 
pollinators in specialty crop systems.  

•  Develop new integrated pest management tools , such as have been demonstrated with 
the integrated pest management - Pest Information Platforms for Extension and 
Education (ipmPIPE ) and other wide-area, integrated systems, that possess the 
potential for broad impact.  Proposed projects should respond to stakeholder identified 
critical threats .  

 
3. Efforts to improve production efficiency, productivity,  and profitability over the long 

term (including specialty crop policy and marketing) : 
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•  Develop new or improved mechanisms (e.g., criteria and indicators) for assessing 
sustainability that will allow specialty crop producers and processors, or entire 
industries or regions, to evaluate the sustainability of current practices and to monitor 
their movement toward more sustainable practices over time. 

•  Improve the understanding and application of knowledge about the nutritional and 
health properties of bioactive compounds in specialty crops. 

•  Improve understanding and application of nutrition, economic, social science, and 
marketing factors influencing the consumption of specialty crops: increase knowledge 
about health promoting properties of bioactive components found in specialty crops; 
develop and evaluate the impact of strategies to improve knowledge, attitudes, beliefs, 
and behaviors related to consumption; test or develop new methods to measure the 
outcomes of strategies to increase consumption of specialty crops; and establish the 
economic benefits, both individual and societal, for increased consumption.  

•  Improve understanding the environmental, economic , and social implications of 
specialty crop production, processing, distribution, and marketing—including the 
production and transportation of all inputs (including energy) and the disposition of 
all wastes and byproducts—through the application of Life Cycle Assessment or 
other methods of systems-based analysis that incorporate the important contributions 
of cycles and feedback mechanisms.  

 
4. New innovations and technology, including improved mechanization and technologies 

that delay or inhibit ripening; and: 
 
•  Improve post-harvest handling, transportation, and distribution systems and 

technologies: develop post-harvest systems and distribution channels that help to 
better maintain the “cold chain”, preserve nutritional value, and increase the shelf life 
of specialty crops (e.g., including, but not limited to: logistics, sorting, inspection, 
waste stream management, traceability, and packaging). 

•  Remove key barriers to achieving labor savings and product quality enhancement in 
production and processing through research, development, application, and adoption 
of technologies: that foster automation, that sense plant health (including detecting 
viruses in whole plants or parts of plants) and product quality, that provide high 
resolution spatial and temporal information for decision making, and that are both 
robust and economical.  

•  Develop new science, tools, and technology focused on the use and impacts of 
alternative sources of water (e.g., recycled, brackish groundwater) on: plant 
productivity and crop yield; product taste, quality and marketability; plant 
environmental  responses and tolerances (e.g., salinity); and food safety and toxicity 
issues. 

 
5. Methods to prevent, detect, monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards 

in the production and processing of specialty crops, including fresh produce: 
 

•  Increase understanding of sources, persistence, growth and mechanism of transfer of 
food borne pathogens and assessing the relative risk of these sources in food systems 
(eg. , soil, irrigation water, manure, wild, agricultural and domestic animals, packing 
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sheds, transportation vehicles, warehouses, processing plants, retail outlets and 
household kitchens, and humans).  

•  Develop and adapt methods to identify and quantify food borne pathogens, chemical 
residues (e.g., fumigants), and tree nut allergens, with particular reference to sample 
preparation methods to aid in recovery of pathogenic microorganisms in complex 
matrices and rapid, robust, and field testable methods, test kits, and/or devices. 

•  Develop and implement mechanisms for collaboration among academia,  government 
and industry to standardize methods of detection, developing standards/metric s for 
risk management and third party audits.  

•  Create a systems approach to risk management, including , but not limited to: 
establishing appropriate metrics, risk ranking of parameters for monitoring and 
interventions, and developing procedures for training managers; providing assistance 
in implementing risk management followed by evaluation.   

•  Develop, test and implement an interactive national database, networking, and data 
sharing system for effective risk management decisions and commodity -specific 
information to facilitate tracing the origin of contamination .  
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PA RT II—AWA R D INFORMATION  
 
A. Available Funding  
 
There is no commitment by USDA to fund any particular application or to make a specific 
number of awards. Approximately $47.3 million will be available to fund SCRI applications in 
FY 2010. Please refer to the Executive Summary for further details regarding funding ranges and 
project periods.  
 
B. Types of A ppli cations 
 
All applications  will be reviewed competitively using the selection process and evaluation 
criteria described in Part V —Application Review Requirements. In FY 2010, the SCRI will 
accept the following two application types: 
 
(1) New application . This is a project application that has not been previously submitted to 
SCRI. All new applications will be reviewed competitively using the selection process and 
evaluation criteria described in Part V—Application Review Requirements. 
 
(2) Resubmitted applic ation . This is an application that had previously been submitted to SCRI, 
but was not funded. Project Directors (PDs) must respond to the previous review panel summary. 
Resubmitted applications must be received by the relevant due dates, will be evaluated in 
competition with other pending applications in appropriate area to which they are assigned, and 
will be reviewed according to the same evaluation criteria as new applications.  
 
C . Project Types  
 
Standard Research and Extension Projects  (SREPs) will support targeted problem-solving 
efforts that contribute  to the overall sustainability of a primary system or one of its components, 
and that would not otherwise qualify in scope and effort for support as a Coordinated 
Agricultural Project (CAP). Beginning with stakeholder -identified concerns, projects should seek 
solutions that lead to measurable benefit to producers and consumers. Applications should bring 
together both research and extension components of the agricultural knowledge system around a 
problem area or activity.  Partnerships with end user groups (e.g., industry, processors, 
manufacturers, growers, technology providers) are strongly encouraged, including the use of 
students in key research and extension roles (e.g., internships  and other opportunities for students 
to engage with stakeholders and their needs). For each SREP award, there is an expectation that 
an advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, including the 
identification and prioritization of research and extension objectives.  Applications should detail 
the creation and functions of this panel. The project must contribute to long-term profitability 
and sustainability of specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems. Further, the 
project must bring together biological, physical, and social scientists, as appropriate to project 
goals and address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop sustainability. 
SREPs represent the “focused science and application studies” portion of the systems diagram on 
page four. SREPs will have a project period ranging up to five years. 
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Applications must include, as an appendix, a timeline that clearly identifies which key personnel 
are involved in which objectives during each time segment of the project. This appendix should 
also identify  short-, medium - and long-term metrics that will be used in project evaluation, the 
expectations for each team member, a mechanism whereby progress metrics can be evaluated, 
and how the project will complement and/or link to existing programs or projects. 
 
Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs) will be awarded to consortia or groups of qualified 
applicants to address multiple components of a primary system, an entire primary system or 
problems that cut across primary systems , with the expectation that the project will make strong 
contributions to the sustainability of the system or system component. These projects would 
apply trans-disciplinary, multi-functional, and, where appropriate, multi-institutional approaches 
to provide viable solutions to the highest priority stakeholder needs. An aim of a CAP award is to 
encourage maximum flexibility in applied research and extension. Applications will be evaluated 
based on how well their goals and objectives respond to current stakeholder needs. It is 
recognized , however, that as a project 's comprehensive approach unfolds, unexpected advances 
and promising leads, or unforeseen new national needs related to project goals and objectives, 
may be identified. CAPs will have a projec t period ranging from three to five years. 
 
CAP applications are expected to demonstrate coherent and complementary integrated activities 
with the ultimate goal of developing a strategy or solution that could be implemented for 
specialty crops. Application s are expected to take advantage of recent advances in biological, 
physical, and social and economic sciences and to translate basic discoveries and knowledge to 
practical applications. The project must contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems. The application’s methodology and 
analytical approach must be appropriate to project objectives;  the continuity  plan, that describes 
how the partnership effort will continue beyond the period of NIFA funding, must address future 
long-term plans for proposed activities ; and effectively combine research and extension 
activities.  For CAPs requesting larger budgets, applications are expected to demonstrate the 
potential to develop a national strategy or solution as an ultimate goal. This would include an 
intent to promote collaboration, open communication, the exchange of information and 
development of resources that accelerate the application of scientific discovery and technology to 
solving the needs of various specialty crop industries. Such a national CAP should aim to reduce 
duplication of efforts and integrate activities among individuals, institutions, states, and regions. 
Therefore, applications should clearly articulate how the national-scope CAP they are proposing 
would complement and/or link with existing programs or projects. 
 
A CAP must seek to bring together a multi-state, multi -institutional, and/or trans-disciplinary 
team to integrate scientific discoveries and technology with practical application; and provide 
complementary extension efforts to bring science -based information to relevant audiences that 
will allow them to make informed decisions. For each CAP award, there is an expectation that an 
advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, including the 
identification and prioritization of research and/or extension objectives. Applications must detail 
the creation and functions of this panel.  
 
CAP teams should be comprised of members working in discovery, learning, and engagement to 
conduct research and extension utilizing systems science and trans-disciplinary approaches on an 
emerging or priority area important to specialty crops. This integrated team should contain 
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expertise in biological science disciplines, physical science and engineering disciplines, socio-
economic sciences, extension, and program evaluation, as appropriate, as well as expertise from 
principal stakeholders and partners. Partnerships with end-user groups (e.g. , industry, processors, 
manufacturers, growers, technology providers) are strongly encouraged, along with the use of 
undergraduate students in key research and extension roles (e.g., internships  and other 
opportunities for students to engage with stakeholders and their needs). The application should 
outline the potential of the CAP team, its structure, coordination and plan of implementatio n. 

 
As a result, there is an expectation that objectives may be redirected and/or new objectives may 
be developed with associated budget adjustments. To encourage flexibility, the program does not 
expect that all investigators associated with the proposed project will be supported throughout its 
duration.  
 
Applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted project management plan and timelin e to 
ensure efficient functioning of the CAP team. A timeline chart that clearly identifies which key 
personnel are involved in which objectives during each time segment of the project is 
particularly helpful. This plan should include an organizationa l chart, administrative timeline, a 
description of how the project will be governed, intellectual property management, and 
identification of short-, medium- and long-term metrics that will be used in project evaluation , 
the expectations for each team member, a mechanism whereby progress metrics can be 
evaluated, and how the project will complement and/or link to existing programs or projects to 
include multi -disciplinary, multi -institutional, multi-state and trans-disciplinary collaborations. 
Given the size and scope of CAP projects, applicants are strongly encouraged to include in their 
budget funds for a half-time or full-time (as appropriate) project management position to deal 
with day-to-day project operations, coordination, and mechanics.  The management plan must 
include a strategy to become self-supporting by the end of the project period. (See Part IV  (B) (3) 
(c) – Field 11 for attachment instructions.) 
 
Applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted plan and timeline for an advisory group of 
principal stakeholders and scientists relevant to the proposed research and extension projects 
(e.g., include letters of commitment and rationale for their role) to assess and evaluate the 
quality, potential outcomes, and impacts, and how they could function effectively to support the 
goals and objectives of the CAP). See Part IV  (B) (3) (c) – Field 11 for attachment instructions. 
 
Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs). As new technologies emerge from the SCRI and 
other research and extension programs, there will be a need to help those products reach 
commercializatio n so that they become available for adoption by specialty crop industries. The 
Federal Small Business Innovation Research (SBIR) programs help individual small businesses 
develop and prototype pre-commercial products and services. However, there often remains a 
gap in organizationa l and networking resources resulting in a lack of “support networks” that 
encourage regional economic development  to bring these new products and services to market. 
A dditional partnership efforts are needed to commercialize  new technologies, bring them to 
market, and ensure that the financial, human, and intellectual capital  are present for the long 
term. Broad -based partnerships can provide the local or regional organizational  infrastructure 
needed to fully exploit future technology commercializatio n and adoption. It is anticipated that 
research and extension efforts might, for example, be used to: seed innovative approaches and 
technology leading to new product development; conduct market research for recently 



 17

developed, or anticipated, technology products; better understand and develop mitigation 
strategies for technology adoption roadblocks; and investigate and test new business models 
particularly tailored to the unique needs of specialty crop industries. These networks would be 
comprised of partnerships among universities, community colleges, local governments, financial 
stakeholders, end-user industries, manufacturers, community organizations, etc. RPI awards will 
support the initial development of regional partnerships with the expectation that they would be 
self-supporting by the end of a grant’s project period. RPI applications will have a project period 
of two to three years. 

 
RPIs should serve one or more stakeholder industries, both seeking their participation and 
incorporating their input. It is expected that each funded partnership will operate within a 
delineated geographic extent and include participants appropriate to that geography and stated 
stakeholder communities. Participant roles and responsibilities  will focus on particular 
partnership objectives and the anticipated outputs and outcomes for the project. Applicants must 
demonstrate how their RPI efforts will contribute to the commercializatio n of new products or 
services and contribute to regional economic development. For each RPI award, there is an 
expectation that an advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, 
including the identification and prioritization of research and/or extension objectives. 
Applications must detail the creation and functions of this panel.  
 
The application must demonstrate an understanding and application of a whole system(s) 
approach with the potential for the partnership to contribute to long-term profitability and 
sustainability of specialty crop production, processing, or marketing systems. The application 
must demonstrate  that the project brings together biological, physical, and social scientists, as 
appropriate, to project goals to address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty 
crop sustainability.  
 
RPIs developed under this initiative should articulate how their approach can serve as a model 
for innovation by other industries and other locales. A continuity plan should also be included 
that describes how the partnership effort will continue beyond the period of N IFA  funding. 

 
eXtension Projects.  NIF A  encourages the development of information and educational content 
to advance the widespread adoption of research-based practic es and technologies by producers 
and other end users. Groups of qualified individuals will receive grants to develop new 
eXtension Communities of Practice (CoPs) and/or support the enhancement of existing CoPs to 
ensure that information and technology transfer reach potential adopters as quickly as possible.  
The application must demonstrate an understanding and application of a whole system(s) 
approach with the potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and 
sustainability of specialty crop production, processing and marketing systems. The project must 
bring together biological, physical, and social scientists, as appropriate, to project goals to 
address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop sustainability.  
 
Applicants establishing new CoPs (or enhancing existing ones) must first follow the 
corresponding steps outlined by eXtension.org  
(http://about.ext ension.org/wi ki/eXtension Inf ormation for Responding to NIFA RFAs). In 
addition to addressing the relevance criteria established for the SCRI, eXtension applications 
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should also address in their narrative the Key Criteria listed on the above eXtension web site. 
eXtens ion applications will have a project period of three to five years . 

 
Please see the following links for more information:  
 
eXtension  
http://about extension org/m ediawiki/files/5 /51/EXECUTIVE_SU MMARY_ -
March 14%2C 2006 - YEAR 2.pdf  

 
eXtension Implementation Plan  
http://about.ext ension.org/wiki/ Planni ng 
 
Communities  of Practice  
(http://about.ext ension.org/wiki/ Glossary of eXte nsion Terms#Community of Practic e
.28CoP.29) 

 
Research and Extension Planning Projects  are intended to provide assistance to applicants in 
the development of quality future SREP, RPI, or CAP proposals. Priority will be given to 
applicants who: (1) can demonstrate limited resources for submitting large grant applications,  
 (2) articulate benefits accrued from formal planning activities, and (3) submit applications 
containing evidence of a high likelihood that quality future applications will be submitted for 
SCRI projects. Applications are encouraged for meetings that bring together biological, physical, 
and social scientists and others, as appropriate, including end-users and technology providers, to 
identify research and/or extension needs, update information, and advance understanding of 
specialty crop issues and problems. This information should be used to build teams that can 
develop applications to address the identified challenges using a systems-based, trans-
disciplinary approach. The application must develop a whole system(s) approach with the 
potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty 
crop production, processing or marketing systems. Project goals must address economic, 
environmental, and social aspects of specialty crop sustainability.  These activities can take the 
form of workshops or symposia and may constitute an initial step in preparing a S CRI 
application in subsequent years. Applicants should be careful to ensure that participants represent 
a broad range of expertise by detailing the types of participants who will be invited. Note: The 
intent of these planning projects is to foster collaboration and networking opportunities to 
enhance the preparation of future high-quality grant applications.  This project type does not 
support preliminary research. H owever, support for stakeholder survey activities may be 
requested, where appropriate and necessary. 

 
Research and Extension Planning Proposal awards of Federal funds will not exceed $50,000, and 
are not renewable.  It is expected that planning activities supported by this program will occur 
within 12 months of awards being issued. Applicants for Research and Extension Planning 
Proposals should be mindful that the 100 percent matching requirement also applies to these 
awards. Proposals should demonstrate measurable , cost effective benefits from any proposed 
planning activities requested. 
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N IFA  expects that applicants will consult with specialty crop producers, processors and/or 
consumers before developing S CRI project applications. Stakeholders should play an important 
role in developing project goals and objectives; in implementing the experimental or extension 
plan; and in evaluating and disseminating project results and outcomes. Farmers and others with 
little training or experience in developing and implementing  research and outreach projects are 
encouraged to consult with appropriate specialists. These specialists might include university 
scientists and Extension personnel or production consultants with scientific training. Projects 
must involve work that is necessary, both in terms of stakeholder preferences and the magnitude 
of the problem. An outcome -oriented plan for disseminating information derived from project 
work must be an integral part of the project.  
 
Further guidelines for outreach/extensi on for all project types (except Planning Grants and 
eXtension Grants).   
 
Any proposed positions and their programmatic foci should be integral to an application’s 
outreach plan and the needs of stakeholder organizations, and have clearly stated responsibilities  
and duties related to that plan.  
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PA RT III—ELIGIBILITY INFORMATION  
 
A. Eligible A pplicants  
 
For the Specialty Crop Research Initiative, applications may be submitted by Federal agencies, 
national laboratories, colleges and universities, research institution s and organizations, private 
organizations or corporations, State agricultural experiment stations, Cooperative Extension 
Services, individuals, or groups consisting of two or more of these entities. 
 
Award recipients may subcontract to organizations  not eligible to apply provided such 
organizations are necessary for the conduct of the project. An applicant’s failure to meet an 
eligibility criterion by the time of an application deadline will result in N IFA  returning the 
application without review or, even though an application may be reviewed, will preclude N IFA  
from making an award.  
 
B. Cost Sharing or Matching  
 
The recipient of a grant under the Specialty Crop Research Initiative must provide funds or in-
kind support from non-Federal sources in an amount that is at least equal to the amount provided 
by the SCRI. There is no provision for waiver of this requirement (please see Part IV  (B) (6) for 
more information). 
 
Applicants may use both the unrecovered indirect costs associated with the Federal Budget and 
the unrecovered indirect costs associated with the Non-Federal Budget to meet their matching 
requirements.  However, indirect costs may not be recovered on third-party matching 
contributions.  
 
The example below may assist applicants in preparing their F ederal and Non-Federal Budgets 
when considering the use of unrecovered indirect costs as a matching contribution.  For example, 
an applicant is submitting an application with a total budget of $100,000 and their negotiated 
indirect cost rate is 55 percent. 
 
      Federal Budget   Non-Federal 
Budget 
Direct costs                     $78,000          $51,032 
Indirect cost (allowable as part of the 
    Federal Budget*)         22,000         
Unrecovered  indirect costs attributed   
   to the Federal Budget             20,900 
Unrecovered indirect costs attributed  
   to the Non-Federal Budget                  28,068 
 Total Budget      $100,000    $100,000 
 
This example assumes no capital equipment expenditures as part of the Federal Budget or third-
party matching  contributions as part of the Non-Federal Budget. 
 
*limited to 22 percent  of the Federal funds requested 
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PA RT IV—APPLIC ATION A N D SUBMISSION INFORMATION  
 
A . Electronic A pplication Package  
 
Only electronic applications may be submitted via Grants.gov to NIF A in response to this RFA. 
 
Prior to preparing an application, it is suggested that the PD/PI first contact an Authorized 
Representative (AR) (also referred to as Authorized Organizational Representative or AOR) to 
determine if the organization is prepared to submit electronic applications through Grant.gov.  If 
the organization is not prepared, the AR should see 
http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp for steps for preparing to submit applications 
through Grants.gov. 
 
The steps to access application materials are as follows: 

1. In order to access, complete and submit applications, applicants must download and 
install a version of Adobe Reader compatible with Grants.gov. This software is essential 
to apply for N IF A Federal assistance awards. For basic system requirements and 
download instructions, please see http://www.grant s.gov/help/download software.jsp . 
To verify that you have a compatible version of Adobe Reader, Grants.gov established a 
test package that will assist you in making that determination.  Grants.gov Adobe 
Versioning Test Package: 
http://www.grants.gov/ applicants/Adobe VersioningTestOn ly.jsp. 

 
2. The application package must be obtained via Grants.gov, go to http://www.grant s.gov, 

click on “Apply for Grants” in the left-hand column, click on “Step 1: Download a 
Grant Application Package and Instructions,” enter the funding opportunity number 
U SD A -NI FA-SC RI -002672 in the appropriate box and click “Dow nload Package.”  
From the search results, click “Download” to access the application package.  

 
Contained within the application package is the “N IFA Grants.gov Application Guide: A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of NIF A Applications via Grants.gov.” This 
Guide contains an introduction and general Grants.gov instructions, information about 
how to use a Grant Application Package in Grants.gov, and instructions on how to 
complete the application forms.  

If assistance is needed to access the application package (e.g., downloading or 
navigating Adobe forms), refer to resources available on the Grants.gov Web site first 
(http://grants.gov/). Grants.gov assistance is also available as follows:  

• Grants.gov customer support  
Toll Free: 1-800-518-4726  
Business Hours: Monday through Friday 7:00 am – 9:00 pm Eastern Time  
Email: support@grants.gov  
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B. Content and Form of A pplication Submission  
 
Electronic applications should be prepared following Part V and VI of the document entitled “A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of N IFA  Applications via Grants.gov.” This guide is part 
of the corresponding application package (see Section A. of this Part).  The following is 
additional information  needed in order to prepare an application in response to this RFA. If 
there is discrepancy between the two documents, the information contained in this RFA is 
overriding. 

Note the attachment requirements (e.g., portable document format) in Part III section 3. of 
the Guide. A N Y PROPOSALS CONTAI NING NON -PDF DOC UMENTS WILL BE AT 
RISK OF BEING EX CLU D ED FROM NIFA  REVIEW.  Incomplete  applications will be 
excluded from NIFA  review.  With documented prior approval, resubmitted applications 
will be accepted until close of business on January 14, 2010 (5:00 p.m. Eastern Time). 

If you do not ow n PDF-generating software, Grants.gov provides online tools to assist 
applicants.  Users will find a link to “Convert Documents to PDF” on 
http://grants.go v/assets/PDFConv ersion.pdf .  
 
1. SF 424 R&R Cover Sheet  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 2. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
2.  R&R Project/Performa nce Site Location(s) 
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 3. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
3. R&R Other Project Information Form  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 4. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
a. Field 6 - Project Summary/A bstract . The Project Summary may not exceed  250 words  on 
one page, and should clearly indicate the appropriate project type (as described in Part II (C)). 
The summary should also include the relevance of the project to the goals of the SCRI. The 
importance of a concise, informative Project Summary cannot be overemphasize d. This word 
and page limitation applies regardless of whether figures or tables are included. These 
maximums have been established to ensure fair and equitable competition.  Research and 
Extension Planning Projects must also state the object ivess of any workshop or symposia as well 
as the proposed location and probable inclusive date(s) of the activity.  
 
b. Field  7 - Project Narrative. PLEASE NOTE: the Project Narrative section may not exceed a 
total of 25 single- or double-spaced pages, including figures and tables. The Introduction may 
not exceed 5 pages, and the rest of the Project Narrative may not exceed 20 pages.  Research and 
Extension Planning narratives may not exceed 15 single- or double -spaced pages, including 
figures and tables. These SCRI page limitations apply regardless of whether figures or tables 
are included. All pages, including those with figures and tables, should be numbered 
sequentially. Applications exceeding the applicable page limitation will be at risk of being 
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excluded from review. These maximums have been established to ensure fair and equitable 
competition.  

 
The Project Narrative must in clude all of the following:  
 
(i) Resubmitted applications must provide a detailed response to the previous review. The 
response should be as concise as possible, but there is no limit to the number of pages that may 
be submitted.  If available, please include the Grants.gov number or N IF A proposal number of 
the previous submission. The response to the previous review is not counted against the page 
limit of the Project Narrative.  
 
(ii) As the first page (or more as needed) of the project narrative of new applications or 
immediately following the response to the previous review of resubmitted applications, all 
applications must include the following information in a combined executive summary and table 
of contents (table format preferred). The executive summary and table of contents does not count 
toward the narrative’s page limitation.  Applications without an executive summary will NOT be 
considered for funding. 

1. Project title  
2. Project type (see Part II(C)) 
3. List the legislatively mandated focus area(s) being addressed (see Part I (B)), and 

provide an estimate of the percentage of effort/funds dedicated to each (sum of 
percentages should equal 100 percent).  

4. Program Staff – include name, title, affiliation, address, and e-mail for PD(s), Co-
PD(s) and Key Personnel. 

5. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing the critical stakeholder need addressed 
by the project and the project’s long-term goals (provide cross-references to full 
descriptions in the narrative).  

6. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) of the outreach plan proposed by the project 
(provide a cross-reference to the full description in the narrative).  

7. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing potential economic, social, and 
environmental benefits (Who benefits and how?). 

8. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing stakeholder engagement throughout the 
project (provide a cross-reference to the full description in the narrative). 

 
(iii) Introduction. List the following:  

1. Provide a clear statement of the long-term goal(s), the critical need(s) of specialty 
crop industries being addressed, and supporting outreach objectives or research 
questions. 

2. Describe how stakeholders were engaged to identify project goals and objectives, and 
as appropriate how stakeholder involvement will continue.  

3. Summarize the body of knowledge or other past activities that substantiate the need 
for the proposed project.  

4. Describe ongoing or recently completed significant activities related to the proposed 
project including the work of key project personnel. Applications should also 
demonstrate how duplication of effort with similar activities by others will be 
avoided.  
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5. Preliminary data/information  pertinent to the proposed work should be included in 
this section. All works cited should be referenced and attached at Field 8 on the Form, 
Bibliography & Reference Cited. Refer to Part V, 3.8 of the N IFA  Grants.gov 
Application Guide.  

 
(iv) Rationale and Significance. Concisely present the rationale behind the proposed research 
and/or extension activities . The specific relationship of the project’s objectives to one or more of 
the SCRI focus areas should be shown clearly. These purposes and focus areas are described 
under Part I, B, Purpose and Priorities. Any novel ideas or contributions  that the proposed project 
offers should also be discussed in this section.  
 
(v) Approach – For C APs, SREPs, RPIs, and eXtension Projects  (for Research and extension 
Planning Projects see (vi) below): 
The activities proposed or problems being addressed must be clearly stated and the approaches 
being applied clearly described. Specifically, this section must include:  

1. A description of the activities proposed, key personnel or institution roles in those 
activities, and the sequence in which the activities are to be performed (a Gantt chart 
or other task X time representat ion of project activities is desirable);  

2. Methods to be used in carrying out the proposed project, including the feasibility of 
the methods (clearly describe the systems thinking used in the project methodology 
and the contribution of trans-disciplinary approaches); 

3. Expected outcomes, including how the project expects to contribute to long-term 
profitability and sustainability of specialty crops;  

4. Means by which results will be analyzed, assessed, or interpreted;  
5. How results or products will be used;  
6. Outreach plan: including, where appropriate, science-based tools disseminated, 

participants involved in delivery, and how impacts will be measured; 
7. Pitfalls that may be encountered;  
8. Limitations to proposed procedures; and  
9. A full explanation of any materials,  procedures, situations, or activities related to the 

project that may be hazardous to personnel, along with an outline or precautions to be 
exercised to avoid or mitigate the effects of such hazards. 

 
(vi) Approach – For Research and Extension Planning Projects : 

1. A justification for the meeting (see Part IIC); 
2. Recent meetings on the same subject with dates and locations;  
3. Names and organizational affiliations of the chair and other members of the 

organizing committee;  
4. A proposed program (or agenda) for the activity, including a listing of scheduled 

participants and their institutional affiliations (see Part IIC);  
5. Expected outcomes, including how the planning project expects to contribute to 

development of a successful application for an SCRI CAP, SREP, or RP I, and 
6. The method of announcement or invitation that will be used. 
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c. Field 11 - Other Attachments – PDF  
Depending on the type of application, other attachments are required. Please see the description 
of each project type in Part II(C) for both specific and general information that may be attached 
here. 
 

•  Response to Previous Review - PDF Attachment.  
This requirement only applies to “Resubmitted Applications” as described under Part II, 
B., “Types of Applications” .  PDs must respond to the previous review panel summary 
on no more than one page, titled, “RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS REVIEW.”  If desired, 
additional comments may be included in the text of the Project Narrative, subject to the 
page limitations of that section. 
 

•  Appendices to Project Description  – PDF Attachment. Appendices to the Project 
Description are allowed if they are directly germane to the proposed project. The 
addition of appendices should not be used to circumvent the text and/or figures and 
tables page limitations.  For example the CAP project type requires specific information 
which should be attached, as described below:  

 
CAP applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted plan and timeline for an 
advisory group of principal stakeholders and scientists relevant to the proposed research 
and extension projects (e.g., include letters of commitment and rationale for their role) to 
assess and evaluate the quality, potential outcomes, and impacts, and how they could 
function effectively to support the goals and objectives of the specific project type within 
SCRI.  

 
•  Collaborative Arrangements – PDF Attachment. No Page Limit .   If it is necessary to 

enter into formal consulting or collaborative  arrangements with others, such 
arrangements should be fully explained and justified.  If the consultant(s) or 
collaborator(s) are known at the time of the application, a vitae or resume should be 
provided.  In addition, evidence (e.g., letter of support signed by the AR of the 
consultant/colla borating organization) should be provided as evidence that the 
collaborators involved have agreed to render these services.  The applicant also will be 
required to provide additional information on consultants and collaborators in the budget 
portion of the application.  

 
4. R&R Senior/Key Person Profile (Expanded)   
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 5. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
5. R&R Personal Data – As noted in Part V, 6. of the N IF A Grants.gov Application Guide, the 
submission of this information is voluntary and is not a precondition of award. If completing the 
information, do not enter any data in the field requesting the social security number.  
 



 26

6. R&R Budget  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 7. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
For all projects:  
Matching:  Applications shall include written verification of commitments of matching support 
from non-federal sources (including both cash and fair market value of in-kind contributions 
from third parties). The non -federal amount must be equal to the amount awarded by the 
Federal government.  All matching must be secured to be considered.  Must provide evidence of 
the required amount of matching prior to award and should be included in the proposal.  Written 
verification means:  

 
For any third party cash contributions, a separate pledge agreement for each donation, submitted 
on the donor organization’s letterhead signed by the authorized representative of the donor 
organization and the applicant organization  and to include the title of the person signing as the 
AR, which must include: (1) the name, address, and telephone number of the donor; (2) the name 
of the applicant organization; (3) the title of the project for which the donation is made; (4) the 
dollar amount of the cash donation; and (5) a statement that the donor will pay the cash 
contribution during the grant period and specifying the recipient may use the cash donation as 
they deem necessary or a statement on how the cash is be used on the project. 
 
For any third party in-kind contributions, a separate pledge agreement for each contribution 
submitted on Donor Organization letterhead and signed by the AR of the donor organization and 
the applicant organization, which must include:  (1) The name, address, and telephone number of 
the donor; (2) the name of the applicant organization; (3) the title of the project for which the 
donation is made; (4) a good faith estimate of the current fair market value of the third party 
in-kind contribution;  and (5) a statement that the donor will make the contribution during the 
grant period.  
 
The sources and the amount of all matching support from outside the applicant organization 
should be summarized on a separate page and placed in the application as a part of the Budget 
Justification attachment (see Field K on the Form R&R Budget). Include the matching amount, 
the budget category for the match, and detail how the matching support, from each source, will 
be used (e.g., salary and position supported). Additionally, all pledge agreements must be 
included as a PDF attachment  in Field K as well.  Cash donations should be shown on the budget 
form in the categories where it will be used (i.e., travel, salaries, etc) and explained in the budget 
justification for matching.  
 
The value of applicant contributions to the project shall be established in accordance with the 
applicable cost principles. Applicants should refer to OMB Circulars A -21, Cost Principles for 
Educational Institutions ; A-87, Cost Principles for State, Local, and Tribal Governments ; A -122, 
Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations ; 2 CFR Part 215, Uniform Administrative 
Requirements  for Grants and Agreements With Institutions of Higher Education,  Hospitals, and 
Other Non-Profit O rganizations (OMB Circular A –110); and the cost principles in the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation at 48 CFR 31.2 for further guidance and other requirements relating to 
matching and allowable costs.  
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A dditional Budget Information  
For Research and Extension Planning Projects:  The budget for the planning activity may 
include an appropriate amount for transportation and subsistence costs for participants and for 
other related costs. Planning awards of federal funds will not exceed $50,000 and are not 
renewable . Include an itemized breakdown of all support requested in the Budget Justification 
(Field K. of the R&R Budget).  
 
Project Director Workshop: It is the intent of the Specialty Crop Research Initiative to require 
successful applicants or a designee to atte nd at least one project director workshop during the 
term of their project. For the purposes of budget development, applicants are required to request 
funds for attending at least one such workshop. The request for these funds should be clearly 
indicated in the budget narrative section of the application.  
 
A pplicants w ho wish to use unrecovered indirect costs to meet the matching requirements 
should indicate, if applicable, w hat amount is attributed to the Federal budget and w hat 
amount is attributed to the n on -Federal b udget. 
 
7. Supplemental Information Form 
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part VI, 1. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
a. Field 2. Program Code.  Enter the program code name (i.e., enter “S pecialty Crop Research 
Initiative”) and the program code (i.e., enter “SCRI”).   

 
b. Field 3. Type of A pplicant.  Enter the type of Applicant/Org anization.  

 
c. Field 8. Conflict of Interest List. A conflict of interest list is required by this program.  
 
C. Submission Dates and Times  
 
Instructions for submitting an application are included in Part IV, Section 1.9 of the NIFA  
Grants.gov A pplication Guide.  
 
Complete, error-free applications must be accepted  by Grants.gov by January 14, 2010 (5:00 
p m., or earlier Eastern Time). Applications received after this deadline will normally not be 
considered for funding.  The agency strongly encourages applicants to submit applications well 
before the deadline to allow time for correction of technical errors identifie d by Grants.gov.  
 
Correspondence regarding submitted applications will be sent using e-mail. Therefore, applicants 
are strongly encouraged to provide accurate e-mail addresses, where designated, on the SF -424 
R&R Application for Federal Assistance.  
 
If the AR has not received correspondence from NIFA  regarding a submitted application within 
30 days of the submission deadline of the program, please contact the Program Contact identified 
in Part VII of this RFA and request the proposal number assigned to the application . Failure to 
do so may result in the application not being considered for funding by the peer review 
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panel.  Once the application has been assigned a proposal number, this number should be 
cited in  all future correspondence.  
 
D . Funding Restric tions 
 
1. Indirect Costs  
Section 7132 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, amended the National 
Agriculture Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3310(a)), limiting 
indirect costs to 22 percent of the total Federal funds provided under each award. Therefore, 
when preparing budgets, applicants should limit their requests for recovery of indirect costs to 
the lesser of their institution’s official negotiated indirect cost rate or the equivalent of 22 percent 
of total Federal funds awarded. If no rate has been established the applicant may indicate 
"None—will negotiate" and a reasonable dollar amount for indirect costs may be requested, 
which will be subject to approval by USDA. In the latter case, if a proposal is recommended for 
funding, an indirect cost rate proposal must be submitted prior to award to support the amount of 
indirect costs requested. NIF A  will request an indirect cost rate proposal and provide 
instructions, as necessary. An applicant may elect not to charge indirect costs and, instead, use 
all grant funds for direct costs. If indirect costs are not charged, the phrase "None requested" 
should be written in this space.  
 
PLEA SE NOTE: In accordance with section 731 of the FY 2010 Agriculture, R ural 
Developme nt, Food and Drug A dministration and Related Agencies A ppropriations Act,  
for the purposes of a grant made under section 412 of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998, w hich established SC RI, in -kind support 
from non -Federal sources in the form of unrecovered indirect costs for both the Federal 
Budget and Non -Federal Budget  may be used to meet the matching requirements under 
412(e)(3). These indirect costs are those that are not otherwise charged against the grant 
and must be consistent with the approved indirect cost rate of the organization.  
 
2. Construction and Renovation  
 
Funds made available under SCRI 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 
(including site grading and improvement, and architect fees). 
 
E. Other Submission Requirements  
 
The applicant should follow the submission requirements noted in the document entitled “A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of N IFA  Applications via Grants.gov.”  
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PA RT V—APPLIC ATION REVIEW REQUIREMENTS  
 
A. General  
 
Each application will be evaluated in a two-part process. First, each application will be screened 
to ensure that it meets the administrative requirements as set forth in this RFA. Administrative 
requirements include: meeting the application deadline, meeting eligibility requirements, 
satisfying program intent, providing evidence of 100 percent non-federal matching funds and 
inclusion of all required sections of the application package. Applications that meet these 
requirements will be technically evaluated by a review panel.  
 
Section 7301 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, amended section 103(a) of the 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (AREERA) (7 U.S.C. 
7613(a)) by stating that Peer and Merit review procedures shall not take the offer or availability 
of matching funds into consideration. Therefore, while matching is required under SCRI, it will 
only be considered as part of the administrative review and will not be included in the Peer and 
Merit Review (see Part III (B) for more information).  
 
Reviewers will be selected based upon training and experience in relevant scientific, extension, 
or education fields, taking into account the following factors: (a) The level of relevant formal 
scientific, technical education, or extension experience of the individual, as well as the extent to 
which an individual is engaged in relevant research, education, or extension activities; (b) the 
need to include as reviewers experts from various areas of specializatio n within relevant 
scientific, education, or extension fields; (c) the need to include as reviewers other experts (e.g., 
producers, range or forest managers/opera tors, and consumers) who can assess relevance of the 
applications to targeted audiences and to program needs; (d) the need to include as reviewers 
experts from a variety of organizationa l types (e.g., colleges, universities, industry, state and 
Federal agencies, private profit and non-profit organizations) and geographic locations; (e) the 
need to maintain a balanced composition of reviewers with regard to minority and female 
representation and an equitable age distribution; and (f) the need to include reviewers who can 
judge the effective usefulness to producers and the general public of each application.  
 
B. Evaluation Criteria  
 
The evaluation criteria below will be used in reviewing applications submitted in response to this 
RFA and the specific Project Types described in Part II(C): 
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Criteria for Standard Research and Extension Projects (SREPs) 
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that includes 
project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured, including the 
likelihood that the project will provide solutions that lead to measurable benefits to 
producers and consumers; 

 
(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates understanding of a 

whole system(s) approach and discusses how the project will contribute to an 
integrated systems solution to the identified problem. The project must contribute to 
long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, processing or 
marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives that are 
potentially attainable within project time, scope and budget; 

 
(b) Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, and effectively combines research and extension 
activities;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d) Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability of success, including the likelihood that the project will 

contribute to the overall sustainability of a component or primary system (5 points); 
and 

(g) A dherence to guidelines (5 points). 
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Criteria for Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs)  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/chal lenges in specialty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b) Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that 
includes project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured;  

 
(d) Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding of 

a whole system(s) approach and applies  that approach  to overcoming the identified 
problem. The project must contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together expertise in biological  science disciplines , physical science and 
engineering disciplines, socio-economic  sciences, extension, and program 
evaluation, as appropriate , as well as expertise from principal stakeholders and 
partners. Project goals should address economic, environmental , and  social aspects 
of specialty crop sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives that are 
potentially attainable within project time, scope, and budget;  

 
(b)  Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, a continuity  plan addresses future long-term plans 
for the proposed activities, and effectively combines research and extension 
activities;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d)  Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability of success (5 points); and 

 
(g) Adherence to guidelines (5 points).  
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Criteria for Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs) 
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specia lty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that includes 
project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured; 

 
(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  and 

application of a whole system(s) approach with the potential for the partnership to 
contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, 
processing, or marketing systems; and 

  
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists  as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives which are 
potentially attaina ble within project time, scope and budget; 

 
(b)  Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, including the likelihood that the proposed project 
approach will serve as a model for innovation by other industries and other locales;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d)  Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability that proposed project will successfully create the initial 

development of regional partnerships that encourage regional economic development 
(5 points); and 

 
(g) Adherence to guidelines (5 points). 
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Criteria for eXtension Projects  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (15 points). A pplication includes documentation substantiating 
that project is essential in helping producers, processors and/or consumers to 
overcome current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (15 points). Appli cation includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  and 
application of a whole system(s) approach with the potentia l for the project to 
contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, 
processing, or marketing systems; and 

 
(d)  Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) 

(a) Community of Practice  (10 points). Application describes the CoP, including a plan 
to increase the CoP membership, and a CoP leadership and management plan; 

 
(b)  Community of Interest (15 points). Application describes the CoI to be served and 

methods the CoP will use to engage the CoI with educational products and programs 
on a continuing basis; and 

 
(c) Plan of Work (25 points). Application include s a logic model description that 

adequately demonstrates procedures for the development of the following:  
•  a functioning and sustainable CoP including inputs, outputs , and outcomes;  
• a detailed plan of content aggregation, evaluation and development/repa ckaging 

for year one and maintenance, sustainability , and evolution over time;  
• a scope of work for the proposed CoP over the first 12 months; a brief 

description of deliverables for years two and three; 
• an anticipated date of CoP inclusion in the eXtension public site (public release); 

and  
• documented resources currently available to this proposed CoP and plans for CoP 

sustainability. 
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Criteria for Research and Extension Planning Projects  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty 
crop agriculture. Demonstrate specific need for planning activity (e.g., limited 
resources for submitting large grant applications and potential benefits accrued from 
formal planning activities);  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders will participate in the activity , including a listing of key participants 
who will be invited and their affiliations;  

 
(c) Outcome plan (10 points). Clear evidence of a high likelihood that quality future 

applications will be submitted for SCRI projects;  
 

(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  of 
and proposes to develop the application of a whole system(s) approach with the 
potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy and design (25 points). Application clearly states objectives 
and includes a preliminary agenda that addresses those objectives;  

 
(b)  Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise in planning activity committees, 

speakers, and attendees (5 points); 
 

(c) Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 
 

(d)  Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 
 

(e) Feasibility  (5 points).  Likelihood that the effort will result in a future grant 
application to the SCRI; and 

 
(f) Adherence to guidelines (5 points).  
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C. Conflicts of Interest and Confidentiality  
 
During the peer evaluation process, extreme care will be taken to prevent any actual or perceived 
conflicts of interest that may impact review or evaluation. For the purpose of determining 
conflicts of interest, the academic and administrative autonomy of an institution shall be 
determined by reference to the current Higher Education Directory, published by Higher 
Education Publications, Inc., 6400 Arlington Boulevard, Suite 648, Falls Church, Virginia 
22042. Phone: (703) 532-2300. Web site: http://www hepin c.com. 
 
Names of submitting institutions and individuals, as well as application content and peer 
evaluatio ns, will be kept confidential, except to those involved in the review process, to the 
extent permitted by law. In addition, the identities of peer reviewers will remain confidential 
throughout the entire review process. Therefore, the names of the reviewer s will not be released 
to applicants.  
 
D . Organizationa l Management Information  
 
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 responsibility determinati on prior to the award 
of a grant identified under this RFA, if such information has not been provided previously under 
this or another N IF A program. N IFA  will provide copies of forms recommended for use in 
fulfilling these requirements as part of the pre-award process. Although an applicant may be 
eligible based on its status as one of these entities, there are factors which may exclude an 
applicant from receiving Federal financial and nonfinancial assistance and benefits under this 
program (e.g., debarment  or suspension of an individual involved or a determination that an 
applicant is not responsible based on submitted organizational management information). 
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PA RT VI—AWA R D A DMINISTR ATION  
 
A. General  
 
Within the limit of funds available for such purpose, the awarding official of N IF A shall make 
grants to those responsible, eligible applicants whose applications are judged most meritorious 
under the procedures set forth in this RFA. The date specified by the awarding official of N IF A 
as the effective date of the grant shall be no later than September 30 of the Federal fiscal year in 
which the project is approved for support and funds are available for such purpose, unless 
otherwise permitted by law. It should be noted that the project need not be initiated on the grant 
effective date, but as soon thereafter as practical so that project goals may be attained within the 
funded project period. All funds granted by N IF A under this RFA shall be expended solely for 
the purpose for which the funds are granted in accordance with the approved application and 
budget, the regulations, the terms and conditions of the award, the applicable Federal cost 
principles  (2 CFR 215, 2 CFR 220 and 2 CFR 230), and the Department's assistance regulations 
(parts 3015, 3019 and 3430 of 7 CFR). 
 
B. A ward Notice  
 
The award document will provide pertinent instructions and information including, at a 
minimum, the following:  
 
(1) Legal name and address of performing organization or institution to whom the Director has 
issued an award under the terms of this request for applications;  
 
(2) Title of project; 
 
(3) Name(s) and institution(s) of PDs chosen to direct and control approved activities;  
 
(4) Identifying award number assigned by the Department;  
 
(5) Project period, specifying the amount of time the Department intends to support the project 
without requiring recompetition for funds; 
 
(6) Total amount of Departmental financial assistance approved by the Director  during the 
project period; 
 
(7) Legal authority(ies) under which the award is issued; 
 
(8) Appropriate Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number;  
 
(9) Applicable award terms and conditions (see 
http://www nifa. usda.gov/business/awards/awardte rms html to view  NIF A award terms and 
conditions); 
 
(10) Approved budget plan for categorizing allocable project funds to accomplish the stated 
purpose of the award; and 
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(11) Other information or provisions deemed necessary by N IFA  to carry out its respective 
awarding activities or to accomplish the purpose of a particular award. 
 
C . A dministrativ e and National Policy Requirements  
 
Several Federal statutes and regulations apply to grant applications considered for review and to 
project grants awarded under this program. These include, but are not limited to: 
 
2 CFR Part 215 – Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Agreements With 
Institutions of Higher Education, Hospitals, and Other Non-Profit Organizations (OMB Circular 
A -110). 
 
2 CFR Part 220 – Cost Principles for Educational Institutions (OMB Circular A -21). 
 
2 CFR Part 230 – Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations (OMB Circular A-122). 
 
7 CFR Part 1, subpart A —USDA implementation of the Freedom of Information Act. 
 
7 CFR Part 3—USDA implementatio n of OMB Circular No. A -129 regarding debt collection.  
 
7 CFR Part 15, subpart A —USDA implementation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as 
amended. 
 
7 CFR Part 331 and 9 CFR Part 121—USDA implementation of the Agricultural Bioterrorism 
Protection  Act of 2002. 
 
7 CFR Part 3015—USDA Uniform Federal Assistance Regulations, implementing OMB 
directives (i.e., OMB Circular Nos. A -21 and A -122, now codified at 2 CFR Parts 220 and 230) 
and incorporating provisions of 31 U.S.C. 6301-6308 (formerly the Federal Grant and 
Cooperative Agreement Act of 1977, Pub. L. No. 95-224), as well as general policy requirements 
applicable to recipients of Departmental financial assistance. 
 
7 CFR Part 3017—USDA implementation of Government  wide Debarment and Suspension 
(Nonprocurement).  
 
7 CFR Part 3018—USDA implementation of Restrictions on Lobbying. Imposes prohibitions 
and requirements for disclosure and certification related to lobbying on recipients of Federal 
contracts, grants, cooperative agreements, and loans. 
 
7 CF R Part 3019—USDA implementation of OMB Circular A -110, Uniform Administrative 
Requirements for Grants and Other Agreements With Institutions of Higher Education, 
Hospitals, and Other Nonprofit Organizations.  
 
7 CFR Part 3021—Governmentwide Requirements for Drug Free Workplace (Grants) 
 
7 CFR Part 3052—USDA implementation of OMB Circular No. A -133, Audits of States, Local 
Governments, and Non profit Organizations.  
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7 CFR Part 3407—CSREES procedures to implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended. 
 
7 CFR Part 3430 – CSREES Competitive and Noncompetitive Nonformula Grant Programs—
General Grant Administrative Provisions , including subpart F, which specifically  addresses this 
program. 
 
29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act of 1973) and 7 CFR Part 15b (USDA 
implementation of statute)  —prohibiting discrimination based upon physical or mental handicap 
in Federally assisted programs. 
 
35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.  —Bayh Dole Act, controlling allocation of rights to inventions made by 
employees of small business firms and domestic nonprofit organizations, including universities, 
in Federally assisted programs (implementing regulations are contained in 37 CFR Part 401). 
 
D . Expected Program Outputs and Reporting Requirements  
 
Grantees are required to submit annual and summary progress reports via N IFA ’s Current 
Research Information System (CRIS). CRIS is an electronic, Web-based inventory system that 
facilitates both grantee submissions of project outcomes and public access to information on 
Federa lly-funded projects  (http://cris nifa .usda.gov/).   
 



 39

PA RT VII—AGEN C Y CONTA CT  
 
Applicants and other interested parties are encouraged to contact one of the program directors 
listed below. To help us keep complete records, we request that interested parties  use email as a 
primary contact method.  
 
Tom Bewick; National Program Leader; Plant and Animal Systems; National Institute of Food 
and Agriculture ; USDA; STOP 2220; 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-
2220; telephone: (202) 401-3356; fax: (202) 401-4888; e-mail: tbewick@nifa.usd a.gov 
 
OR  
 
Daniel Schmoldt; National Program Leader; Plant and Animal Systems; National Institute of 
Food and Agriculture ; USDA ; STOP 2220; 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 
20250-2220; telephone: (202) 720-4807; fax: (202) 401-5179; e-mail: dschmoldt@nifa.usda.gov 
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PA RT VIII—OTHER INFORMATION  
 
A. Access to Review Information  
 
Copies of reviews, not including the identity of reviewers, and a summary of the panel comments 
will be sent to the applicant PD after the review process has been completed.  
 
B. Use of Funds; C hanges  
 
1. Delegation of Fiscal Responsibility  
 
Unless the terms and conditions of the award state otherwise, the awardee may not in whole or in 
part delegate or transfer to another person, institution, or organization the responsibility for use 
or expenditure of award funds. 
 
2. C hanges in Project Plans  
 
a. The permissible changes by the awardee, PD(s), or other key project personnel in the approved 
project shall be limited to changes in methodology, techniques, or other similar aspects of the 
project to expedite achievement of the project's approved goals. If the awardee or the PD(s) 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 ADO is the signatory 
of the award document, not the program contact.  
 
b. Changes in approved goals or objectives shall be requested by the awardee and approved in 
writing by the ADO prior to effecting such changes. In no event shall requests for such changes 
be approved which are outside the scope of the original approved project.  
 
c. Changes in approved project leadership or the replacement or reassignment of other key 
project personnel shall be requested by the awardee and approved in writing by the ADO prior to 
effecting such changes. 
 
d. Transfers of actual performance of the substantive programmatic work in whole or in part and 
provisions for payment of funds, whether or not Federal funds are involved, shall be requested 
by the awardee and approved in writing by the ADO prior to effecting such transfers, unless 
prescribed otherwise in the terms and conditions of the award.  
 
e. The project period may be extended by N IF A without additional financial support, for such 
additional period(s) as the ADO 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 
awardee and approval in writing by the ADO, unless prescribed otherwise in the terms and 
conditions of award. 
 
f. Changes in Approved Budget: Unless stated otherwise  in the terms and conditions of award, 
changes in an approved budget must be requested by the awardee and approved in writing by the 
ADO prior to instituting such changes if the revision will involve transfers or expenditures of 
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amounts requiring prior approval as set forth in the applicable Federal cost principles, 
Departmental regulations, or award. 
 
C . Confidential Aspects of A pplications and A wards  
 
When an application results in an award, it becomes a part of the record of N IF A ’s transactions, 
availabl e to the public upon specific request. Information that the Secretary determines to be of a 
confidential, privileged, or proprietary nature will be held in confidence 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 application that does not result in an award will be retained by the Agency for a period of 
three years. Other copies will be destroyed. Such an application will be released only with the 
consent of the applicant or to the extent required by law. An application may be withdrawn at 
any time prior to the final action thereon.  
 
D . Regulatory Information  
 
For the reasons set forth in the final Rule related Notice to 7 CFR part 3015, subpart V (48 FR 
29114, June 24, 1983), this program is excluded from the scope of the Executive Order 12372 
which requires intergovernmenta l consultation with State and local officials. Under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35), the collection of 
information requirements contained in this Notice have been approved under OMB Document 
No. 0524-0039. 
 
E. Definitions  
 
Please refer to 7 CFR 3430, Competitive and Noncompetitive Non-formula Grant Programs--
General Grant Administrative Provisions, for the applicable definitions for this NIF A grant 
program. 
 
1862 Land-Grant Institution means an institution eligible to receive funds under the Act of July 
2, 1862, as amended (7 U.S.C. 301 et seq.). Unless otherwise 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.), including Tuskegee University and 
West Virginia State University. Unless otherwise stated for a specific program, this term 
includes a research foundation maintained by such an institution.  
 
1994 Land-Grant Institution means one of those institutions as defined in section 532 of the 
Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994, as amended (7 U.S.C. 301 note). These 
institutions are commonly referred to as Tribal Colleges or Universities.   
 
Advisory Board means the National Agricultural Research, Extension, Education, and 
Economics Advisory Board (as established under section 1408 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123). 
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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 practical ways in which new knowledge can be advanced to benefit individuals and 
society. 
 
Authorized Departmental Officer  or ADO  means the Secretary or any employee of the 
Department with delegated authority to issue or modify grant 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 President or Chief Executive Officer of 
the applicant organization, who has the authority to commit the resources of the organization to 
the project.  
 
Budget period means the interval of time (usually 12 months) into which the project period is 
divided for budgetary and reporting purposes. 
 
Cash contributions  means the recipient’s cash outlay, including the outlay of money contributed 
to the recipient by non-Federal third parties. 
 
College or university means, unless defined in a separate subpart, an educational institution in 
any State which:  
  (1) Admits as regular students only persons having a certificate of graduation from a school 
providing secondary education, or the recognized equival ent of such a certificate;  
  (2) Is legally authorized within such State to provide a program of education 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 institution; and  
  (5) Is accredited by a nationally recognized accrediting agency or association. Unless otherwise 
stated for a specific program, this term includes a research foundation maintained by such an 
institution.  
 
Continuation grant is an instrument by which N IF A agrees to support a specified level of effort 
for a predetermined project period with a statement of intention to provide additional support at a 
future date, provided that performance has been satisfactory, funds are available for this purpose, 
and continued support would be in the best interest of the Federal government and the public.  
 
Department  means the United States Department of Agriculture.  
 
Director  means the Director  of the National Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) and any 
other officer or employee of the N IFA  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 
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matters such as faculty development, student recruitment and services, curriculum development, 
instructional materials and equipment, and innovative teaching methodologies.  
 
Established and demonstrated capacity  means that an organization has met the following criteria:  
  (1) Conducts any systematic study directed toward new or fuller knowledge and understanding 
of the subject studied; 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 practices; and  
  (3) Has facilities, qualified personnel, independent funding, and prior projects and 
accomplishments in research or technology transfer. 
 
Extension means informal education program conducted in the States in cooperation with the 
Unites States Department of Agriculture.  
 
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  The term "food and agricultural sciences" means basic, applied, 
and developmental research, extension, and teaching activities in food and fiber, agricultural, 
renewable 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 germplasm collection and preservation.  
   (4) Aquaculture.  
   (5) Food safety. 
   (6) Soil and water conservation and improvement.  
   (7) Forestry, horticulture, and range management.  
   (8) Nutritional sciences and promotion. 
   (9) Farm enhancement, including financial management, input efficiency, and profitability.  
   (10) Home economics.  
   (11) Rural human ecology. 
   (12) Youth development and agricultural education, including 4-H clubs.  
   (13) Expansion of domestic and international markets for agricultural commodities and 
    products, including agricultural trade barrier identification and analysis. 
   (14) Information management and technology transfer related to agriculture.  
   (15) Biotechnology related to agriculture.  
   (16) The processing, distributing, marketing, and utilization of food and agricultural products.  
 
Fundamental research means research that (1) increases knowledge or understanding of the 
fundamental aspects of phenomena and has the potential for broad application, and (2) has an 
effect on agriculture, food, nutrition,  or the environment.  
 
Graduate degree means a Master's or doctoral degree. 
 
Grant means the award by the Authorized Departmental Officer of funds to an eligible grantee to 
assist in meeting the costs of conducting for the benefit of the public, an identifi ed project which 
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is intended and designed to accomplish the purpose of the program as identified in the program 
solicitation or RFA.   
 
Grantee  means the organization designated in the grant award document as the responsible legal 
entity to which a grant is awarded.  
 
Insular area means the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Republic of Palau, and the Virgin Islands of the United 
States.  
 
Integrated means a project that brings together at least two of the three components of the 
agricultural knowledge system (i.e., research, education, and extension) around a problem or 
issue. In general, integrated projects will be stakeholder driven, problem focused, and outcome 
oriented. 
 
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 Government, including the value of in-kind contributions.  
 
Merit review  means an evaluation of a proposed project or elements of a proposed 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 approach to be followed.  
 
Multifunctional research and extension activities  are those in which research results are 
communicated via extension activities to stakeholders and the public in a coordinated manner 
during the life of a single project.  
 
National laboratories  include Federal laboratories that are government -owned contractor-
operated or government -owned government-operated. 
 
Organic System Plan means a plan of management of an organic production or handling 
operation that has been agreed to by the producer or handler and the certifying agent and that 
includes written plans concerning all aspects of agricultural production or handling described by 
the National Organic Program. 
 
Peer reviewers  means experts or consultants qualified by training and experience to give expert 
advice on the scientific and technical merit of grant applications or the relevance of those 
applications to one or more of the application evaluation criteria.  Peer reviewers may be adhoc or 
convened as a panel.  
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Primary System for specialty crops refers to the total production system, the processing and 
distribution system, or the consumer and marketing system. 
 
Prior approval means written approval 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 nonprofit commercial and 
non-commercial entities, and including private or independent educational associations. 
 
Program Officer  means a N IFA  individual who is responsible for the technical oversight of the 
award on behalf of USDA.  
 
Project  means the particular activity within the scope of the program supported by a grant award.  
 
Project Director  or PD  means the single individual designated by the grantee in the grant 
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 research 
activities.  
 
Project period means the total length of time, as stated in the award document and modifications 
thereto, if any, during which Federal sponsorship begins and ends. 
 
Research means any systematic study directed toward new or fuller knowledge and 
understanding of the subject studied. 
 
Scientific peer review  is an evaluation of the technical quality of a proposed project and its 
relevance to regional or national goals, performed by experts with the scientific knowledge and 
technical skills to conduct the proposed research work.  
 
Secretary  means the Se cretary of Agriculture and any other officer or employee of the 
Department to whom the authority involved is delegated.  
 
Specialty crop means fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and horticulture and nursery 
crops (including floriculture).  
 
Standard grant is an instrument by which N IF A agrees to support a specified level of effort for a 
predetermined project period without any statement of intention to provide additional support at 
a future date.  
 
State  means any one of the fifty States, the Dis trict of Columbia, and the insular areas. 
 
Systems approach is any process of estimating or inferring how local policies, actions, or 
changes influence the state of the neighboring universe. It is a framework that is based on the 
belief that the component parts of a system can best be understood in the context of relationships  
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with each other and with other systems, rather than in isolation. The only way to fully understand 
why a problem or element occurs and persists is to understand the part in relation to the whole. 
 
Third party in-kind contributions  means the value of non-cash contributions of property or 
services provided by non-Federal third parties, including real property, equipment, supplies and 
other expendable property, directly benefiting and specifically identifiable to a funded project or 
program. 
 
Trans-disciplinary  means a multi-discipline approach that brings biological and physical 
scientists together with economists and social scientists to address challenges in a holistic 
manner. 
 
Under Secretary means the Under Secretary 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 formal divisions of State 
government (i.e., the official state agencies such as departments of transportatio n and education), 
local government agencies (e.g. , a county human services office), and including state educational 
institutions (e.g., public colleges and universities) . 
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F. Electronic A pplication C hecklist  
 

(Disclaimer Note:  This checklist is included for the sole purpose of assisting the applicant in the 
self review process prior to submission.  Applicant should use the RFA as the instrument of 
instruction and the Application Guide to complete the application process.  This checklist is NOT 
an official portion of the RFA and should in no way be considered a replacement for the 
Application Guide or instructions contained within the RFA.) 

 
Only electronic applications may be submitted to NIFA via Grants.gov unless indicated 
otherwise in the specific program RFA. All applications submitted to NIFA must contain the 
applicable elements outlined in these guidelines. The following checklist has been prepared to 
assist in ensuring that the application is complete prior to submission:  
 

 Are you eligible to apply for the funding offered in the RFA?  
Eligibility information for each funding opportunity is stated in Part III, Eligibility 
Information, of each RFA. 
 

 Are you applying to the correct funding opportunity associated with the RFA?  
Field 1 of the NIFA Supplemental Information Form will pre-populate to indicate the 
program to which you are applying. 
 

 Have you followed the guidelines for filling out your electronic application p rovided in 
the NIFA Grants.gov A pplication Guide, w hich is posted along with the SF 424 R&R 
application package on Grants.gov?  
Electronic applications should be prepared according to this guide and the specific program 
RFA.  This guide is part of the corresponding electronic application package for the specific 
program to which you are applying. 
 

 Has your institution properly registered with Grants.gov to enable you to submit an 
application?  
Those who wish to submit an application to NIFA should first contact their Authorized 
Representative (AR) to determine if the organization is prepared to submit applications 
through Grants.gov. See http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp for steps to 
preparing to submit applications through Grants.gov. 
 

 Have all attachments been submitted in the portable document format (PDF)?  
NIFA will only accept PDF attachments.  See Part III of the NIFA Grants.gov Application 
Guide. 
 

 Do all submitted PDF documents have one-inch margins and are typed or word 
processed using no type smaller than 12 point regardless of line spacing?  Are all PDF 
documents numbered sequentially on each page of the attachment?  Are all page 
limitations for a given attachment followed?  
Submitted proposals that do not meet these requirements for PDF attachments will be 
returned without review.  
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 Did you use the “C heck Package for Errors” feature (see section 1.8 of the NIFA 
Grants.gov A pplication Guide)?  

 
 Have all required components  of the SF 424 Research and Related (R&R) A pplication 

Package posted under the funding opportunity on Grants.gov been completed?  
Mandatory Forms 
Optional Forms  

 
SF 424 R&R Cover Sheet  

 Have all required fields (highlighted in yellow) been completed?  
 
R&R  Other Project Information  

 Have the fields describing project potential or actual environmental impact been properly 
completed?  

 
Project Summary/Abstract   

 Has the Project Summary PDF been attached to this form in Field 6?  
 Are the names and affiliated organizations of all Project Directors listed at the top of the 

page in addition to the title of the project?  
 Does this section adhere to the format and page limitations?  
 Did you use the suggested Project Summary/Abstract  Template found at:  

http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#abs tract? 
 
Project Narrative  

 Has the Project Narrative PDF been attached to this form in Field 7?  
 Is the project fully described?  
 Does this section adhere to the format and page limitations?  

 
Bibliography & References Cited  

 Has the Bibliography & References Cited PDF been attached to this form in Field 8?  
 Are all references cited and are all citations referenced?  
 Do all citations contain a title, the names of all authors, and are they in accepted journal 

format?  
 
Facilities & Other Resources  

 Has the Facilities & Other Resources PDF been attached to this form in Field 9?  
 Has a description of your facilities, sufficient to indicate that you will be able to carry out 

this project, been given?  
 
Equipment  

 Has the Equipment PDF been attached to this form in Field 10?  
 Is the description of your equipment sufficient to indicate that you will be able to carry 

out this project?  
 
Appendices to Project Description  

 H as the Appendices to Project Description PDF been attached to this form in Field 11? 
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Collaborative Arrangements  

 Has the Collaborative Arrangements PDF been attached to this form in Field 11? 
 
Response to Previous Review (for resubmitted applications)  

 Has  the Response to Previous Review PDF been included as indicated in the RFA?  
 Has the application been clearly and meaningfully revised and are the revisions briefly 

described?  
 Are comments from the previous review addressed?  

 
R&R Senior/Key Person Profile  
 
Biographical Sketch  

 Has the biographical sketch (vitae) PDF for the PD and each co-PD, senior associate, and 
other professional personnel been attached?  
 

Current and Pending Support  
 Has the current and pending support PDF for key personnel been attached?  
 Have all current and pending projects been listed and summarized, including this 

proposal ?  
 Did you use the suggested Current and Pending Support Template found at: 

http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#cur rent?  
 

 
R&R Personal Data   

 Have all fields been completed, except social security number? 
 
R&R Budget  

 Have all fields been completed for each PD and co-PD(s)? 
 Are annual and summary budgets included?  For multi-institution applications, has a 

subaward budget been included for each institution involved?  
 
Budget Justification 

 Has the Budget Justification PDF been attached to this form in Field K? 
 Are budget items individually justified? 
 For multi-institutiona l applications, has a subaward budget justification been included for 

each institution involved? 
 Have matching requirements been addressed? 

SPECIAL NOTE: 100 percent non -federal match is legislatively  required for this 
funding opportunity. ALL applicants will be required to provide appropriate 
matching documentation. See Part IV(B)(6)of this RFA for further details and 
specific instructions.   

 
NIFA Supplemental Information Form 

 Has Filed 1 been pre-populated?  
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 Does Field 2 indicate the Program Code Name and Program Code to which you are 
applying? 

Conflict of Interest List  
 Has the Conflict of Interest List PDF been attached to this form in Field 8? 
 Has a Conflict of Interest List been provided for all individuals who have submitted a 

Biographical Sketch?  
 Did you use the suggested Conflict of Interest Template found at: 

 http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#coi ? 
 Does the Conflict of Interest list include the four categories as appropriate?  
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N ATION AL IN STITUTE OF FOOD A N D AGRIC ULTU RE ;  
U .S. DEPA RTMEN T OF AGRIC ULTU RE  
 
SPECIALTY C ROP RESEA R CH INITIATIVE 
 
C ATALOG OF FEDER AL DOMESTIC A SSISTA N CE:  This program is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance under 10.309, Specialty Crop Research Initiative.  
 
D ATES:  Complete, error-free applications must be received in Grants.gov by January  14, 2010 
(5:00 p m. or earlier Eastern Time) .  Applications received  after this deadline will normally 
not be considered for funding. The agency strongly encourages applicants to submit applications 
well before the deadline to allow time for correction of technical errors identified by Grants .gov.  
Comments regarding this request for applications (RFA) are requested within six months from 
the issuance of this notice. Comments received after that date will be considered to the extent 
practicable.  
 
STAKEHOLDER INPUT:  The National Institute of Food and Agriculture  is requesting 
comments regarding this RFA from any interested party. These comments will be considered in 
the development of the next RFA for the program, if applicable, and will be used to meet the 
requirements of section 103(c)(2) of the Agricultural Research, Extension, and Education 
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7613(c)(2)). This section requires the Secretary to solicit and 
consider input on a current RFA from persons who conduct or use agricultural research, 
education , and extension for use in formulating future RFAs for competitive programs. Written 
stakeholder comments on this RFA should be submitted in accordance with the deadline set forth 
in the DATES portion of this Notice.  
 
Written stakeholder comments should be submitted by mail to: Policy and Oversight Branch; 
Office of Extramural Programs; National Institute of Food and Agriculture ; USDA; STOP 2299; 
1400 Independence Avenue, SW; Washington, DC 20250-2299; or via e-mail to: RFP -
OEP@nifa.usda.go v (this e-mail address is intended only for receiving comments regarding this 
RFA and not requesting information or forms). In your comments, please state that you are 
responding to the Specialty Crop Research Initiative  RFA.  
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********Please Read******** 

Important Information Regarding Specialty Crop Research Initiative 
Policies and Procedures  

********Please Read******** 

 
 
All applications to the Specialty Crop Research Initiative must be submitted through 
Grants .gov. Only materials submitted through Grants .gov (including letters of support) 
will be considered in the review process.  
 
Notice of Intent to Submit an A pplication:  Prospective applicants are asked to email a 
notification of intent to submit an application  by close of business on November 25, 2009 (5:00 
p m. Eastern Time).  The notification of intent to submit is not required and does not enter into 
the review of a subsequent application. The information it contain s will be used to help program 
staff plan the review and estimate the potential review workload. This email should include the 
following information:  

•  Descriptive (draft) title of proposed research;  
•  Name of the Project Director and applicant  name if appli cable;  
•  Names of other potential co-Project Directors and their affiliations , if applicable;   
•  Focus area(s) addressed (see Part I(B) for specific details ); 
•  Likely type of proposal (Coordinated Agricultural Project , Standard Research and 

Extension Project , Regional Partnerships for Innovation Project, eXtension Project, and 
Research and Extension Planning Project ); and  

•  Subject line of email should read: SC RI – Intent to Submit .  
 
Emails should be sent to scri@nifa.usda.gov.  
 
Implementation of the Specialty Crop Research Initiative: It is strongly encouraged that 
applicants propose a unique approach to solving problems facing the specialty crop industries by 
addressing challenges using a systems approach, as defined in Part VIII (E). That is: 
 

A systems approach is any process of estimating or inferring how local policies, 
actions, or changes influence the state of the neighboring universe. It is a 
framework that is based on the belief that the component parts of a system can 
best be understood in the context of relationships  with each other and with other 
systems, rather than in isolation. The only way to fully understand why a problem 
or element occurs and persists is to understand the part in relation to the whole. 

 
The philosophy of the SCRI is that truly effective, long-term solutions to specialty crop industry 
problems can best be achieved by understanding and treating those problems as complex systems 
of many interacting components. This perspective requires projects that are larger in scope and 
complexity, and that demand more resources than have traditionally been allocated to individual 
research and extension projects. 
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In doing so, applications should focus on entire primary systems, or on areas where two or more 
primary systems overlap. For the purposes of this announcement, a primary system is one of the 
three main sectors of the specialty crop industry depicted in the graphic below: the production 
system, the processing and distribution system, and the consumer and market ing system. 
Meeting the challenges faced by these industries can best be handled by considering the full 
breadth of system components (see example components listed for each primary system), rather 
than treating each component in isolation and ignoring important interactions and conflicts 
among components that may render component-specific solutions unviable in the longer term. 
 

 
 
Specialty crops are defined in law as fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and horticulture 
and nursery crops, including floriculture. Furthermore, USDA has developed a more detailed 
description of “specialty crops” that is now in use by all USDA agencies.  Please see the “More 
Information link, http://www nifa. usda.gov/funding/scri/scri.html , for more guidance on those 
crops designated as “specialty crops” by USDA . In total , these crops face many unique, but 
common, challenges. The SCRI seeks to address these challenges by funding systems-based, 
trans-disciplinary approaches. PLEA SE NOTE:  For purposes of the SC RI, the term trans-
disciplinary, is defined as a multi -discipline approach that brings biological and physical 
scientists together with economists and social scientists to address challen ges in a holistic 
manner.  It is anticipated that successful applications will:  
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1. Engage stakeholders in collaborative  ways to identify those priorities of greatest need; 
2. Bring together multi -state, multi-institutional teams of biological, physical and social 

scientists to develop strategies and actions emphasizing systems-based , trans -
disciplinary  approaches  for meeting the identified priorities;  

3. Address priorities through research and extension;  
4. Present plans for documenting the impacts of funded applications that include 

stakeholder involvement; and 
5. Include explicit mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the public. 

 
Support of Long-term, Systems-focused Research and Extension: In fiscal year 2010, the 
SCRI will begin supporting long-term, systems-focused research and extension projects in areas 
where current project periods do not allow for the completion of project objectives.  Breeding of 
woody plants and some ecological studies are examples of these types of projects.  In order to be 
considered as a long-term project, applicants MU ST request five years of funding and state in 
the Project Summary  that the applicant wishes to be considered as a long-term project.   Only 
Standard Research and Extension Projects (SREPs) and Coordinated Agricultur al Projects 
(CAPs) may be considered as long-term projects. In the final year of the original project period 
applicants  will be able to apply for an additional 5-year increment of funding as a renewal 
application , subject to authorization  and the availabil ity of funds. Renewal applications request 
additional funding for a project beyond the period that was approved in an original or amended 
award. Applications for renewed funding must contain the same information as required for new 
applications, and additi onally must contain a progress report which demonstrates measurable 
progress. Renewal applications will be evaluated in competition with other pending applications 
in the appropriate area to which they are assigned, and will be reviewed according to the same 
evaluation criteria as new applications.  
 
New Recipients of NIFA  Funding:  The eligibility requirements for the SCRI are quite broad 
(see Part III (A)). Successful applicants who have not received CSREES funding in the past will 
be required to provide detailed management information prior to the receiving an award . Specific 
management information is required as part of the responsibility determination prior to the award 
of a grant, and must be provided as part of the pre-award process (see Part V (D) for more 
information).   
 
Project Director (PD) Workshop:  It is the intent of the SCRI  to require successful 
applicants, or a designee, to attend at least one PD workshop during the term of their 
project. These workshops may be held in conjunction with another conference  or may be held 
separate from any other meeting. For the purpose of budget development, applicants are 
required to request funds for attending at least one such workshop. The request for these 
funds should be clearly indicated in the budget narrative section of the application.  
 
Matching Requirement: 100 percent non -federal match is legislatively  required for this 
funding opportunity. ALL applicants will be required to provide appropriate matching 
documentation in each application (see Part IV (B) (6) of this RFA  for more specific 
information).  
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Registration Requirement: Before applying, you must complete the Grants.gov registration 
process, which can take as long as two weeks . Please see Part IV  (A) and the following 
Grants.Gov link for more information:  http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp. 
 
EXEC UTIVE SUMMA R Y:  The National Institute of Food and Agriculture  requests 
applications for the Specialty Crop Research Initia tive (SCRI) for fiscal year (FY) 2010 to solve 
critical United States specialty crop issues, priorities, or problems through the integration of 
research and extension activities that take systems-based, trans-disciplinary approaches. The 
intent of the SCRI is to solve the needs of the various specialty crop industries through the 
promotion of collaboration, open communication, the exchange of information and the 
development of resources that accelerate application of scientific discovery and technology. 
N IFA anticipates the total amount available for support of the FY 2010 SCRI will be 
approximately $47.3 million. SCRI will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi -
institutional, or trans-disciplinary, [see Definitions , Part VIII (E)]; and include explicit 
mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the public.  
 
The SCRI offers the following five project types in FY 2010. These project types are described 
in more detail in Part II(C). Applicants should decide w hich project type is best suited to the 
objectives of their research and extension project and develop a budget that fits the 
objectives.   
 

1. Standard Research and Extension Projects  (SREPs)  
a. Project Period – Up to five years. 
b. Budget – Not less than $250,000 per project. 
c. Purpose – To support targeted problem-solving efforts that would not otherwise 

qualify in scope for support as a CAP project.  
 

2. Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs)  
a. Project Period – Three to five years.  
b. Funding range – Normally, federal funds will not exceed $2,000,000 per year. 
c. Purpose – To address specific multiple components of a primary system or 

multiple components of areas where primary systems overlap (see diagram on 
page 4). 

 
3. Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs) 

a. Project Period – Two to three years. 
b. Budget – Normally , federal funds will not exceed $2,000,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To form partnerships that provide the local or regional infrastructure 

needed to fully exploit future technology commercializatio n and adoption. 
 

4. eXtension Projects   
a. Project Period – Three to five years.  
b. Budget – Normally,  federal funds will not exceed $500,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To develop Communities of Practice (COPs) for the eXtension system 

and to support existing COPs.   
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5. Research and Extension Planning Projects   
a. Projec t Period – One year.  
b. Budget – Federal funds up to $50,000 per project.  
c. Purpose – To provide assistance to applicants in the development of quality 

proposals. 
 

This notice identifies the objectives for SCRI projects, the eligibility criteria for projects and 
applicants, and the application forms and associated instructions needed to apply for a SCRI 
grant.  
 
In fiscal year 2010, the SCRI will  begin supporting long-term, systems-focused research and 
extension projects in areas where current project periods do not allow for the completion of 
project objectives.  Breeding of woody plants and some ecological studies are examples of these 
types of projects.  In order to be considered as a long-term project, applicants MU ST request five 
years of funding and state in the Project Summary  that the applicant wishes to be considered as 
a long-term project.  Only SREPs and CAPs  may be considered as long-term projects. Renewal 
applications request additional funding for a project beyond the period that was approved in an 
original or amended award , subject to authorization  and the availability of funds.  Applications 
for renewed funding must contain the same information as required for new applications, and 
additionally must contain a progress report which demonstrates measurable progress. Renewal 
applications will be evaluated in competition with other pending applications in the appropriate 
area to which they are assigned, and will be reviewed according to the same evaluation criteria as 
new applications.  For FY 20 10, ren ewal grant applications will not be considered for 
funding.  
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PA RT I—FU N DING OPPORTU NITY DESC RIPTION  
 
A. Legislative A uthority and Background  
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative  (SCRI) is authorized by Section 7311 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, which added section 412 to the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (AREERA). Section 412 of AREERA establishes 
a specialty crop research and extension initiative to address the critical needs of the specialty 
crop industry by developing and disseminating science-based tools to address needs of specific 
crops and their regions.  
 
Please note that 7 CFR 3430.63 applies to this program as awards are supported with annual 
appropriations.  Hence, any funding awarded in FY 2010 expires by the period end date of the 
award or September 30, 2015, whichever is earlier.  
 
B. Purpose and Priorities  
 
The purpose of the SCRI is to address the critical needs of the specialty crop industry (as defined 
in Part VIII (E)). SCRI projects must be designed to solve critical specialty crop agriculture 
issues, address priorities, and/or solve problems through multifunctional research and extension 
activities.  Except for eXtension Project applications and Research and Extension Planning 
Project appli cations, the SC RI only accepts applications that integrate research and  
extension  activities. 
 
The SCRI will give priority to projects that are multistate, multi-institutional or trans-
disciplinary , and include explicit mechanisms to communicate results to producers and the 
public. Projects must budget sufficient resources to carry out the proposed set of extension and 
research activities. Projects must address  at least one of the five legislatively mandated focus 
areas described below and applications should describe the practical applications being sought. 
The intent of the SCRI is to promote collaboration, open communication, the exchange of 
information and the development of resources that accelerate application of scientific discovery 
and technology to solving needs of the various specialty crop industries. SCRI aims to reduce 
duplication of efforts and integrate activities among individuals, institutions, states, and regions. 
Therefore, applications should clearly articulate how an SCRI award will complement and/or 
link with existing programs or projects. FY 2010 funds will be awarded to successful applicants 
under the five project types described in detail in Part II(C). 
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1. The SCRI has five legislatively mandated focus areas, each of which will receive at least 
10 percent of the available funds. These focus areas are: Research in plant breeding, 
genetics, and genomics to improve crop characteristics,  such as: 

a. product, taste, quality, and appearance;  
b. environmental responses and tolerances;  
c. nutrient manage ment, including plant nutrient uptake efficiency;  
d. pest and disease management, including resistance to pests and diseases resulting 

in reduced application  management strategies; and 
e. enhanced phytonutrient content. 

2. Efforts to identify and address threats from pests and diseases, including threats to 
specialty crop pollinators;  

3. Efforts to improve production efficiency, productivity,  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 ripening; and 

5. Methods to prevent, detect, monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards 
in the production and processing of specialty crops, including fresh produce. 

 
N IFA  will address all of these focus areas by funding projects that emphasize systems-based , 
trans -disciplinary  approaches. In addition, for the purposes of this program, N IFA  interprets 
new innovations and technology to include, among other things, automation, robotics, sensor 
technology and precision agriculture for specialty crops.  NIFA also recognizes the importance 
of specialty crops in enhancing human nutrition and health. 
 
The Specialty Crop Research Initiative strongly encourages applicants to develop partnerships 
that include collaboration with: (1) small- or mid-sized, accredited colleges and universities; 
and/or (2) 1890 land-grant institutions, 1994 land-grant institutions, Hispanic -serving 
institutions, and/or other institutions that serve high-risk, under-served, or hard-to-reach 
audiences or international  partnerships, linkages, and exchanges that contribute  to solving critical 
specialty crop issues, priorities, or problems in the U.S. 
 
Please note: This program does not fund start up businesses.  Please see the Small Business 
Innovation R esearch Program website for business opportunities  
http://w w w.csree s.usda.gov/fo/sb ir.cfm.  
 
FY 2010 Priority Topics  
 
Stakeholder organizations have spent considerable effort crafting strategic plans and technology 
roadmaps over the past several years. Stakeholders have also provided direct input to the SCRI 
Program Directors.  While stakeholder communities have expressed broad interest in research and 
extension projects that cover many different topics within the five (5) mandated focus areas, they 
have also indicated some very significant high-priority needs. Consequently, based on those 
stated industry needs, the SCRI has identified a number of priorities within each focus area for 
FY 2010, and particularly encourages applications that address these priorities.  Identification of 
these priorities is not intended to be exclusionary and should not deter submission of applications 
that address other priorities appropriate  to each focus area.  
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1. Research in plant breeding, genetics, and genomics to improve crop characteristics : 
 
•  Develop innovative plant breeding systems that improve flexibility and speed for 

delivering unique new specialty crop cultivars adapted to meet future challenges.  
•  Describe and develop systems to remove non-technical barriers to adoption of new 

cultivars— such as economic or marketing barriers—that inhibit full exploitation of 
the genetic potential of specialty crops. 

•  Preserve and utilize national grape germplasm stocks to develop and expand 
commercial accessions that meet regional industry cost and quality requirements, and 
eliminate production hurdles relating to pests/diseases and environmental stress.  

•  Facilitate and improve connections between genomic projects and specialty crop 
breeding programs, including phenotypic characterization , marker development, 
transgenic research and risk assessment, and cloning of key genes of economic 
importance for vegetable crops.  

•  Advance understanding of the genomics of the Compositae or Rutaceae  family and 
their application to practical breeding programs. 

•  Develop new cultivars that are co-designed with newly engineered systems for 
production operations (e.g., spraying, pruning, scouting, and harvesting), to help 
assure that future crop architectures are amenable to increased mechanization.  

•  Utilize genetic approaches to enhance the nutritional value of specialty crops. 
 

2. Efforts to identify and address threats from pests and diseases, including threats to 
specialty crop pollinators : 

 
•  Create new scientific developments, technologies, and tools that will help reduce the 

incidence and impact of industry-critical insect and disease problems including, but 
not limited to: monitoring, control and management strategies (e.g., Citrus Greening, 
also known as Huanglongbing , and the Asian citrus psyllid, which vectors the 
disease); field based diagnostic tools; integrated management  systems; and 
comprehensive strategies and mechanisms for eradication  of newly introduced pests 
where eradication is a plausible strategy. 

•  Create new knowledge and improved tools to understand, protect, and manage native 
pollinators, including: determining the role and extent of parasites and pathogens on 
native pollinators; modifying specialty crop production systems to improve habitat for 
pollinators; and establishing and valuating ecosystems services performed by native 
pollinators in specialty crop systems.  

•  Develop new integrated pest management tools , such as have been demonstrated with 
the integrated pest management - Pest Information Platforms for Extension and 
Education (ipmPIPE ) and other wide-area, integrated systems, that possess the 
potential for broad impact.  Proposed projects should respond to stakeholder identified 
critical threats .  

 
3. Efforts to improve production efficiency, productivity,  and profitability over the long 

term (including specialty crop policy and marketing) : 
 



 

•  Develop new or improved mechanisms (e.g., criteria and indicators) for assessing 
sustainability that will allow specialty crop producers and processors, or entire 
industries or regions, to evaluate the sustainability of current practices and to monitor 
their movement toward more sustainable practices over time. 

•  Improve the understanding and application of knowledge about the nutritional and 
health properties of bioactive compounds in specialty crops. 

•  Improve understanding and application of nutrition, economic, social science, and 
marketing factors influencing the consumption of specialty crops: increase knowledge 
about health promoting properties of bioactive components found in specialty crops; 
develop and evaluate the impact of strategies to improve knowledge, attitudes, beliefs, 
and behaviors related to consumption; test or develop new methods to measure the 
outcomes of strategies to increase consumption of specialty crops; and establish the 
economic benefits, both individual and societal, for increased consumption.  

•  Improve understanding the environmental, economic , and social implications of 
specialty crop production, processing, distribution, and marketing—including the 
production and transportation of all inputs (including energy) and the disposition of 
all wastes and byproducts—through the application of Life Cycle Assessment or 
other methods of systems-based analysis that incorporate the important contributions 
of cycles and feedback mechanisms.  

 
4. New innovations and technology, including improved mechanization and technologies 

that delay or inhibit ripening; and: 
 
•  Improve post-harvest handling, transportation, and distribution systems and 

technologies: develop post-harvest systems and distribution channels that help to 
better maintain the “cold chain”, preserve nutritional value, and increase the shelf life 
of specialty crops (e.g., including, but not limited to: logistics, sorting, inspection, 
waste stream management, traceability, and packaging). 

•  Remove key barriers to achieving labor savings and product quality enhancement in 
production and processing through research, development, application, and adoption 
of technologies: that foster automation, that sense plant health (including detecting 
viruses in whole plants or parts of plants) and product quality, that provide high 
resolution spatial and temporal information for decision making, and that are both 
robust and economical.  

•  Develop new science, tools, and technology focused on the use and impacts of 
alternative sources of water (e.g., recycled, brackish groundwater) on: plant 
productivity and crop yield; product taste, quality and marketability; plant 
environmental  responses and tolerances (e.g., salinity); and food safety and toxicity 
issues. 

 
5. Methods to prevent, detect, monitor, control, and respond to potential food safety hazards 

in the production and processing of specialty crops, including fresh produce: 
 

•  Increase understanding of sources, persistence, growth and mechanism of transfer of 
food borne pathogens and assessing the relative risk of these sources in food systems 
(eg. , soil, irrigation water, manure, wild, agricultural and domestic animals, packing 
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sheds, transportation vehicles, warehouses, processing plants, retail outlets and 
household kitchens, and humans).  

•  Develop and adapt methods to identify and quantify food borne pathogens, chemical 
residues (e.g., fumigants), and tree nut allergens, with particular reference to sample 
preparation methods to aid in recovery of pathogenic microorganisms in complex 
matrices and rapid, robust, and field testable methods, test kits, and/or devices. 

•  Develop and implement mechanisms for collaboration among academia,  government 
and industry to standardize methods of detection, developing standards/metric s for 
risk management and third party audits.  

•  Create a systems approach to risk management, including , but not limited to: 
establishing appropriate metrics, risk ranking of parameters for monitoring and 
interventions, and developing procedures for training managers; providing assistance 
in implementing risk management followed by evaluation.   

•  Develop, test and implement an interactive national database, networking, and data 
sharing system for effective risk management decisions and commodity -specific 
information to facilitate tracing the origin of contamination .  
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PA RT II—AWA R D INFORMATION  
 
A. Available Funding  
 
There is no commitment by USDA to fund any particular application or to make a specific 
number of awards. Approximately $47.3 million will be available to fund SCRI applications in 
FY 2010. Please refer to the Executive Summary for further details regarding funding ranges and 
project periods.  
 
B. Types of A ppli cations 
 
All applications  will be reviewed competitively using the selection process and evaluation 
criteria described in Part V —Application Review Requirements. In FY 2010, the SCRI will 
accept the following two application types: 
 
(1) New application . This is a project application that has not been previously submitted to 
SCRI. All new applications will be reviewed competitively using the selection process and 
evaluation criteria described in Part V—Application Review Requirements. 
 
(2) Resubmitted applic ation . This is an application that had previously been submitted to SCRI, 
but was not funded. Project Directors (PDs) must respond to the previous review panel summary. 
Resubmitted applications must be received by the relevant due dates, will be evaluated in 
competition with other pending applications in appropriate area to which they are assigned, and 
will be reviewed according to the same evaluation criteria as new applications.  
 
C . Project Types  
 
Standard Research and Extension Projects  (SREPs) will support targeted problem-solving 
efforts that contribute  to the overall sustainability of a primary system or one of its components, 
and that would not otherwise qualify in scope and effort for support as a Coordinated 
Agricultural Project (CAP). Beginning with stakeholder -identified concerns, projects should seek 
solutions that lead to measurable benefit to producers and consumers. Applications should bring 
together both research and extension components of the agricultural knowledge system around a 
problem area or activity.  Partnerships with end user groups (e.g., industry, processors, 
manufacturers, growers, technology providers) are strongly encouraged, including the use of 
students in key research and extension roles (e.g., internships  and other opportunities for students 
to engage with stakeholders and their needs). For each SREP award, there is an expectation that 
an advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, including the 
identification and prioritization of research and extension objectives.  Applications should detail 
the creation and functions of this panel. The project must contribute to long-term profitability 
and sustainability of specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems. Further, the 
project must bring together biological, physical, and social scientists, as appropriate to project 
goals and address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop sustainability. 
SREPs represent the “focused science and application studies” portion of the systems diagram on 
page four. SREPs will have a project period ranging up to five years. 
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Applications must include, as an appendix, a timeline that clearly identifies which key personnel 
are involved in which objectives during each time segment of the project. This appendix should 
also identify  short-, medium - and long-term metrics that will be used in project evaluation, the 
expectations for each team member, a mechanism whereby progress metrics can be evaluated, 
and how the project will complement and/or link to existing programs or projects. 
 
Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs) will be awarded to consortia or groups of qualified 
applicants to address multiple components of a primary system, an entire primary system or 
problems that cut across primary systems , with the expectation that the project will make strong 
contributions to the sustainability of the system or system component. These projects would 
apply trans-disciplinary, multi-functional, and, where appropriate, multi-institutional approaches 
to provide viable solutions to the highest priority stakeholder needs. An aim of a CAP award is to 
encourage maximum flexibility in applied research and extension. Applications will be evaluated 
based on how well their goals and objectives respond to current stakeholder needs. It is 
recognized , however, that as a project 's comprehensive approach unfolds, unexpected advances 
and promising leads, or unforeseen new national needs related to project goals and objectives, 
may be identified. CAPs will have a projec t period ranging from three to five years. 
 
CAP applications are expected to demonstrate coherent and complementary integrated activities 
with the ultimate goal of developing a strategy or solution that could be implemented for 
specialty crops. Application s are expected to take advantage of recent advances in biological, 
physical, and social and economic sciences and to translate basic discoveries and knowledge to 
practical applications. The project must contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems. The application’s methodology and 
analytical approach must be appropriate to project objectives;  the continuity  plan, that describes 
how the partnership effort will continue beyond the period of NIFA funding, must address future 
long-term plans for proposed activities ; and effectively combine research and extension 
activities.  For CAPs requesting larger budgets, applications are expected to demonstrate the 
potential to develop a national strategy or solution as an ultimate goal. This would include an 
intent to promote collaboration, open communication, the exchange of information and 
development of resources that accelerate the application of scientific discovery and technology to 
solving the needs of various specialty crop industries. Such a national CAP should aim to reduce 
duplication of efforts and integrate activities among individuals, institutions, states, and regions. 
Therefore, applications should clearly articulate how the national-scope CAP they are proposing 
would complement and/or link with existing programs or projects. 
 
A CAP must seek to bring together a multi-state, multi -institutional, and/or trans-disciplinary 
team to integrate scientific discoveries and technology with practical application; and provide 
complementary extension efforts to bring science -based information to relevant audiences that 
will allow them to make informed decisions. For each CAP award, there is an expectation that an 
advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, including the 
identification and prioritization of research and/or extension objectives. Applications must detail 
the creation and functions of this panel.  
 
CAP teams should be comprised of members working in discovery, learning, and engagement to 
conduct research and extension utilizing systems science and trans-disciplinary approaches on an 
emerging or priority area important to specialty crops. This integrated team should contain 
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expertise in biological science disciplines, physical science and engineering disciplines, socio-
economic sciences, extension, and program evaluation, as appropriate, as well as expertise from 
principal stakeholders and partners. Partnerships with end-user groups (e.g. , industry, processors, 
manufacturers, growers, technology providers) are strongly encouraged, along with the use of 
undergraduate students in key research and extension roles (e.g., internships  and other 
opportunities for students to engage with stakeholders and their needs). The application should 
outline the potential of the CAP team, its structure, coordination and plan of implementatio n. 

 
As a result, there is an expectation that objectives may be redirected and/or new objectives may 
be developed with associated budget adjustments. To encourage flexibility, the program does not 
expect that all investigators associated with the proposed project will be supported throughout its 
duration.  
 
Applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted project management plan and timelin e to 
ensure efficient functioning of the CAP team. A timeline chart that clearly identifies which key 
personnel are involved in which objectives during each time segment of the project is 
particularly helpful. This plan should include an organizationa l chart, administrative timeline, a 
description of how the project will be governed, intellectual property management, and 
identification of short-, medium- and long-term metrics that will be used in project evaluation , 
the expectations for each team member, a mechanism whereby progress metrics can be 
evaluated, and how the project will complement and/or link to existing programs or projects to 
include multi -disciplinary, multi -institutional, multi-state and trans-disciplinary collaborations. 
Given the size and scope of CAP projects, applicants are strongly encouraged to include in their 
budget funds for a half-time or full-time (as appropriate) project management position to deal 
with day-to-day project operations, coordination, and mechanics.  The management plan must 
include a strategy to become self-supporting by the end of the project period. (See Part IV  (B) (3) 
(c) – Field 11 for attachment instructions.) 
 
Applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted plan and timeline for an advisory group of 
principal stakeholders and scientists relevant to the proposed research and extension projects 
(e.g., include letters of commitment and rationale for their role) to assess and evaluate the 
quality, potential outcomes, and impacts, and how they could function effectively to support the 
goals and objectives of the CAP). See Part IV  (B) (3) (c) – Field 11 for attachment instructions. 
 
Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs). As new technologies emerge from the SCRI and 
other research and extension programs, there will be a need to help those products reach 
commercializatio n so that they become available for adoption by specialty crop industries. The 
Federal Small Business Innovation Research (SBIR) programs help individual small businesses 
develop and prototype pre-commercial products and services. However, there often remains a 
gap in organizationa l and networking resources resulting in a lack of “support networks” that 
encourage regional economic development  to bring these new products and services to market. 
A dditional partnership efforts are needed to commercialize  new technologies, bring them to 
market, and ensure that the financial, human, and intellectual capital  are present for the long 
term. Broad -based partnerships can provide the local or regional organizational  infrastructure 
needed to fully exploit future technology commercializatio n and adoption. It is anticipated that 
research and extension efforts might, for example, be used to: seed innovative approaches and 
technology leading to new product development; conduct market research for recently 
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developed, or anticipated, technology products; better understand and develop mitigation 
strategies for technology adoption roadblocks; and investigate and test new business models 
particularly tailored to the unique needs of specialty crop industries. These networks would be 
comprised of partnerships among universities, community colleges, local governments, financial 
stakeholders, end-user industries, manufacturers, community organizations, etc. RPI awards will 
support the initial development of regional partnerships with the expectation that they would be 
self-supporting by the end of a grant’s project period. RPI applications will have a project period 
of two to three years. 

 
RPIs should serve one or more stakeholder industries, both seeking their participation and 
incorporating their input. It is expected that each funded partnership will operate within a 
delineated geographic extent and include participants appropriate to that geography and stated 
stakeholder communities. Participant roles and responsibilities  will focus on particular 
partnership objectives and the anticipated outputs and outcomes for the project. Applicants must 
demonstrate how their RPI efforts will contribute to the commercializatio n of new products or 
services and contribute to regional economic development. For each RPI award, there is an 
expectation that an advisory panel will be formed to inform the program throughout its life, 
including the identification and prioritization of research and/or extension objectives. 
Applications must detail the creation and functions of this panel.  
 
The application must demonstrate an understanding and application of a whole system(s) 
approach with the potential for the partnership to contribute to long-term profitability and 
sustainability of specialty crop production, processing, or marketing systems. The application 
must demonstrate  that the project brings together biological, physical, and social scientists, as 
appropriate, to project goals to address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty 
crop sustainability.  
 
RPIs developed under this initiative should articulate how their approach can serve as a model 
for innovation by other industries and other locales. A continuity plan should also be included 
that describes how the partnership effort will continue beyond the period of N IFA  funding. 

 
eXtension Projects.  NIF A  encourages the development of information and educational content 
to advance the widespread adoption of research-based practic es and technologies by producers 
and other end users. Groups of qualified individuals will receive grants to develop new 
eXtension Communities of Practice (CoPs) and/or support the enhancement of existing CoPs to 
ensure that information and technology transfer reach potential adopters as quickly as possible.  
The application must demonstrate an understanding and application of a whole system(s) 
approach with the potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and 
sustainability of specialty crop production, processing and marketing systems. The project must 
bring together biological, physical, and social scientists, as appropriate, to project goals to 
address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop sustainability.  
 
Applicants establishing new CoPs (or enhancing existing ones) must first follow the 
corresponding steps outlined by eXtension.org  
(http://about.ext ension.org/wi ki/eXtension Inf ormation for Responding to NIFA RFAs). In 
addition to addressing the relevance criteria established for the SCRI, eXtension applications 
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should also address in their narrative the Key Criteria listed on the above eXtension web site. 
eXtens ion applications will have a project period of three to five years . 

 
Please see the following links for more information:  
 
eXtension  
http://about extension org/m ediawiki/files/5 /51/EXECUTIVE_SU MMARY_ -
March 14%2C 2006 - YEAR 2.pdf  

 
eXtension Implementation Plan  
http://about.ext ension.org/wiki/ Planni ng 
 
Communities  of Practice  
(http://about.ext ension.org/wiki/ Glossary of eXte nsion Terms#Community of Practic e
.28CoP.29) 

 
Research and Extension Planning Projects  are intended to provide assistance to applicants in 
the development of quality future SREP, RPI, or CAP proposals. Priority will be given to 
applicants who: (1) can demonstrate limited resources for submitting large grant applications,  
 (2) articulate benefits accrued from formal planning activities, and (3) submit applications 
containing evidence of a high likelihood that quality future applications will be submitted for 
SCRI projects. Applications are encouraged for meetings that bring together biological, physical, 
and social scientists and others, as appropriate, including end-users and technology providers, to 
identify research and/or extension needs, update information, and advance understanding of 
specialty crop issues and problems. This information should be used to build teams that can 
develop applications to address the identified challenges using a systems-based, trans-
disciplinary approach. The application must develop a whole system(s) approach with the 
potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty 
crop production, processing or marketing systems. Project goals must address economic, 
environmental, and social aspects of specialty crop sustainability.  These activities can take the 
form of workshops or symposia and may constitute an initial step in preparing a S CRI 
application in subsequent years. Applicants should be careful to ensure that participants represent 
a broad range of expertise by detailing the types of participants who will be invited. Note: The 
intent of these planning projects is to foster collaboration and networking opportunities to 
enhance the preparation of future high-quality grant applications.  This project type does not 
support preliminary research. H owever, support for stakeholder survey activities may be 
requested, where appropriate and necessary. 

 
Research and Extension Planning Proposal awards of Federal funds will not exceed $50,000, and 
are not renewable.  It is expected that planning activities supported by this program will occur 
within 12 months of awards being issued. Applicants for Research and Extension Planning 
Proposals should be mindful that the 100 percent matching requirement also applies to these 
awards. Proposals should demonstrate measurable , cost effective benefits from any proposed 
planning activities requested. 
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N IFA  expects that applicants will consult with specialty crop producers, processors and/or 
consumers before developing S CRI project applications. Stakeholders should play an important 
role in developing project goals and objectives; in implementing the experimental or extension 
plan; and in evaluating and disseminating project results and outcomes. Farmers and others with 
little training or experience in developing and implementing  research and outreach projects are 
encouraged to consult with appropriate specialists. These specialists might include university 
scientists and Extension personnel or production consultants with scientific training. Projects 
must involve work that is necessary, both in terms of stakeholder preferences and the magnitude 
of the problem. An outcome -oriented plan for disseminating information derived from project 
work must be an integral part of the project.  
 
Further guidelines for outreach/extensi on for all project types (except Planning Grants and 
eXtension Grants).   
 
Any proposed positions and their programmatic foci should be integral to an application’s 
outreach plan and the needs of stakeholder organizations, and have clearly stated responsibilities  
and duties related to that plan.  
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PA RT III—ELIGIBILITY INFORMATION  
 
A. Eligible A pplicants  
 
For the Specialty Crop Research Initiative, applications may be submitted by Federal agencies, 
national laboratories, colleges and universities, research institution s and organizations, private 
organizations or corporations, State agricultural experiment stations, Cooperative Extension 
Services, individuals, or groups consisting of two or more of these entities. 
 
Award recipients may subcontract to organizations  not eligible to apply provided such 
organizations are necessary for the conduct of the project. An applicant’s failure to meet an 
eligibility criterion by the time of an application deadline will result in N IFA  returning the 
application without review or, even though an application may be reviewed, will preclude N IFA  
from making an award.  
 
B. Cost Sharing or Matching  
 
The recipient of a grant under the Specialty Crop Research Initiative must provide funds or in-
kind support from non-Federal sources in an amount that is at least equal to the amount provided 
by the SCRI. There is no provision for waiver of this requirement (please see Part IV  (B) (6) for 
more information). 
 
Applicants may use both the unrecovered indirect costs associated with the Federal Budget and 
the unrecovered indirect costs associated with the Non-Federal Budget to meet their matching 
requirements.  However, indirect costs may not be recovered on third-party matching 
contributions.  
 
The example below may assist applicants in preparing their F ederal and Non-Federal Budgets 
when considering the use of unrecovered indirect costs as a matching contribution.  For example, 
an applicant is submitting an application with a total budget of $100,000 and their negotiated 
indirect cost rate is 55 percent. 
 
      Federal Budget   Non-Federal 
Budget 
Direct costs                     $78,000          $51,032 
Indirect cost (allowable as part of the 
    Federal Budget*)         22,000         
Unrecovered  indirect costs attributed   
   to the Federal Budget             20,900 
Unrecovered indirect costs attributed  
   to the Non-Federal Budget                  28,068 
 Total Budget      $100,000    $100,000 
 
This example assumes no capital equipment expenditures as part of the Federal Budget or third-
party matching  contributions as part of the Non-Federal Budget. 
 
*limited to 22 percent  of the Federal funds requested 
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PA RT IV—APPLIC ATION A N D SUBMISSION INFORMATION  
 
A . Electronic A pplication Package  
 
Only electronic applications may be submitted via Grants.gov to NIF A in response to this RFA. 
 
Prior to preparing an application, it is suggested that the PD/PI first contact an Authorized 
Representative (AR) (also referred to as Authorized Organizational Representative or AOR) to 
determine if the organization is prepared to submit electronic applications through Grant.gov.  If 
the organization is not prepared, the AR should see 
http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp for steps for preparing to submit applications 
through Grants.gov. 
 
The steps to access application materials are as follows: 

1. In order to access, complete and submit applications, applicants must download and 
install a version of Adobe Reader compatible with Grants.gov. This software is essential 
to apply for N IF A Federal assistance awards. For basic system requirements and 
download instructions, please see http://www.grant s.gov/help/download software.jsp . 
To verify that you have a compatible version of Adobe Reader, Grants.gov established a 
test package that will assist you in making that determination.  Grants.gov Adobe 
Versioning Test Package: 
http://www.grants.gov/ applicants/Adobe VersioningTestOn ly.jsp. 

 
2. The application package must be obtained via Grants.gov, go to http://www.grant s.gov, 

click on “Apply for Grants” in the left-hand column, click on “Step 1: Download a 
Grant Application Package and Instructions,” enter the funding opportunity number 
U SD A -NI FA-SC RI -002672 in the appropriate box and click “Dow nload Package.”  
From the search results, click “Download” to access the application package.  

 
Contained within the application package is the “N IFA Grants.gov Application Guide: A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of NIF A Applications via Grants.gov.” This 
Guide contains an introduction and general Grants.gov instructions, information about 
how to use a Grant Application Package in Grants.gov, and instructions on how to 
complete the application forms.  

If assistance is needed to access the application package (e.g., downloading or 
navigating Adobe forms), refer to resources available on the Grants.gov Web site first 
(http://grants.gov/). Grants.gov assistance is also available as follows:  

• Grants.gov customer support  
Toll Free: 1-800-518-4726  
Business Hours: Monday through Friday 7:00 am – 9:00 pm Eastern Time  
Email: support@grants.gov  
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B. Content and Form of A pplication Submission  
 
Electronic applications should be prepared following Part V and VI of the document entitled “A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of N IFA  Applications via Grants.gov.” This guide is part 
of the corresponding application package (see Section A. of this Part).  The following is 
additional information  needed in order to prepare an application in response to this RFA. If 
there is discrepancy between the two documents, the information contained in this RFA is 
overriding. 

Note the attachment requirements (e.g., portable document format) in Part III section 3. of 
the Guide. A N Y PROPOSALS CONTAI NING NON -PDF DOC UMENTS WILL BE AT 
RISK OF BEING EX CLU D ED FROM NIFA  REVIEW.  Incomplete  applications will be 
excluded from NIFA  review.  With documented prior approval, resubmitted applications 
will be accepted until close of business on January 14, 2010 (5:00 p.m. Eastern Time). 

If you do not ow n PDF-generating software, Grants.gov provides online tools to assist 
applicants.  Users will find a link to “Convert Documents to PDF” on 
http://grants.go v/assets/PDFConv ersion.pdf .  
 
1. SF 424 R&R Cover Sheet  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 2. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
2.  R&R Project/Performa nce Site Location(s) 
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 3. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
3. R&R Other Project Information Form  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 4. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
a. Field 6 - Project Summary/A bstract . The Project Summary may not exceed  250 words  on 
one page, and should clearly indicate the appropriate project type (as described in Part II (C)). 
The summary should also include the relevance of the project to the goals of the SCRI. The 
importance of a concise, informative Project Summary cannot be overemphasize d. This word 
and page limitation applies regardless of whether figures or tables are included. These 
maximums have been established to ensure fair and equitable competition.  Research and 
Extension Planning Projects must also state the object ivess of any workshop or symposia as well 
as the proposed location and probable inclusive date(s) of the activity.  
 
b. Field  7 - Project Narrative. PLEASE NOTE: the Project Narrative section may not exceed a 
total of 25 single- or double-spaced pages, including figures and tables. The Introduction may 
not exceed 5 pages, and the rest of the Project Narrative may not exceed 20 pages.  Research and 
Extension Planning narratives may not exceed 15 single- or double -spaced pages, including 
figures and tables. These SCRI page limitations apply regardless of whether figures or tables 
are included. All pages, including those with figures and tables, should be numbered 
sequentially. Applications exceeding the applicable page limitation will be at risk of being 
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excluded from review. These maximums have been established to ensure fair and equitable 
competition.  

 
The Project Narrative must in clude all of the following:  
 
(i) Resubmitted applications must provide a detailed response to the previous review. The 
response should be as concise as possible, but there is no limit to the number of pages that may 
be submitted.  If available, please include the Grants.gov number or N IF A proposal number of 
the previous submission. The response to the previous review is not counted against the page 
limit of the Project Narrative.  
 
(ii) As the first page (or more as needed) of the project narrative of new applications or 
immediately following the response to the previous review of resubmitted applications, all 
applications must include the following information in a combined executive summary and table 
of contents (table format preferred). The executive summary and table of contents does not count 
toward the narrative’s page limitation.  Applications without an executive summary will NOT be 
considered for funding. 

1. Project title  
2. Project type (see Part II(C)) 
3. List the legislatively mandated focus area(s) being addressed (see Part I (B)), and 

provide an estimate of the percentage of effort/funds dedicated to each (sum of 
percentages should equal 100 percent).  

4. Program Staff – include name, title, affiliation, address, and e-mail for PD(s), Co-
PD(s) and Key Personnel. 

5. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing the critical stakeholder need addressed 
by the project and the project’s long-term goals (provide cross-references to full 
descriptions in the narrative).  

6. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) of the outreach plan proposed by the project 
(provide a cross-reference to the full description in the narrative).  

7. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing potential economic, social, and 
environmental benefits (Who benefits and how?). 

8. A brief summary (2-3 sentences) describing stakeholder engagement throughout the 
project (provide a cross-reference to the full description in the narrative). 

 
(iii) Introduction. List the following:  

1. Provide a clear statement of the long-term goal(s), the critical need(s) of specialty 
crop industries being addressed, and supporting outreach objectives or research 
questions. 

2. Describe how stakeholders were engaged to identify project goals and objectives, and 
as appropriate how stakeholder involvement will continue.  

3. Summarize the body of knowledge or other past activities that substantiate the need 
for the proposed project.  

4. Describe ongoing or recently completed significant activities related to the proposed 
project including the work of key project personnel. Applications should also 
demonstrate how duplication of effort with similar activities by others will be 
avoided.  
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5. Preliminary data/information  pertinent to the proposed work should be included in 
this section. All works cited should be referenced and attached at Field 8 on the Form, 
Bibliography & Reference Cited. Refer to Part V, 3.8 of the N IFA  Grants.gov 
Application Guide.  

 
(iv) Rationale and Significance. Concisely present the rationale behind the proposed research 
and/or extension activities . The specific relationship of the project’s objectives to one or more of 
the SCRI focus areas should be shown clearly. These purposes and focus areas are described 
under Part I, B, Purpose and Priorities. Any novel ideas or contributions  that the proposed project 
offers should also be discussed in this section.  
 
(v) Approach – For C APs, SREPs, RPIs, and eXtension Projects  (for Research and extension 
Planning Projects see (vi) below): 
The activities proposed or problems being addressed must be clearly stated and the approaches 
being applied clearly described. Specifically, this section must include:  

1. A description of the activities proposed, key personnel or institution roles in those 
activities, and the sequence in which the activities are to be performed (a Gantt chart 
or other task X time representat ion of project activities is desirable);  

2. Methods to be used in carrying out the proposed project, including the feasibility of 
the methods (clearly describe the systems thinking used in the project methodology 
and the contribution of trans-disciplinary approaches); 

3. Expected outcomes, including how the project expects to contribute to long-term 
profitability and sustainability of specialty crops;  

4. Means by which results will be analyzed, assessed, or interpreted;  
5. How results or products will be used;  
6. Outreach plan: including, where appropriate, science-based tools disseminated, 

participants involved in delivery, and how impacts will be measured; 
7. Pitfalls that may be encountered;  
8. Limitations to proposed procedures; and  
9. A full explanation of any materials,  procedures, situations, or activities related to the 

project that may be hazardous to personnel, along with an outline or precautions to be 
exercised to avoid or mitigate the effects of such hazards. 

 
(vi) Approach – For Research and Extension Planning Projects : 

1. A justification for the meeting (see Part IIC); 
2. Recent meetings on the same subject with dates and locations;  
3. Names and organizational affiliations of the chair and other members of the 

organizing committee;  
4. A proposed program (or agenda) for the activity, including a listing of scheduled 

participants and their institutional affiliations (see Part IIC);  
5. Expected outcomes, including how the planning project expects to contribute to 

development of a successful application for an SCRI CAP, SREP, or RP I, and 
6. The method of announcement or invitation that will be used. 
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c. Field 11 - Other Attachments – PDF  
Depending on the type of application, other attachments are required. Please see the description 
of each project type in Part II(C) for both specific and general information that may be attached 
here. 
 

•  Response to Previous Review - PDF Attachment.  
This requirement only applies to “Resubmitted Applications” as described under Part II, 
B., “Types of Applications” .  PDs must respond to the previous review panel summary 
on no more than one page, titled, “RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS REVIEW.”  If desired, 
additional comments may be included in the text of the Project Narrative, subject to the 
page limitations of that section. 
 

•  Appendices to Project Description  – PDF Attachment. Appendices to the Project 
Description are allowed if they are directly germane to the proposed project. The 
addition of appendices should not be used to circumvent the text and/or figures and 
tables page limitations.  For example the CAP project type requires specific information 
which should be attached, as described below:  

 
CAP applications must include, as an appendix, a budgeted plan and timeline for an 
advisory group of principal stakeholders and scientists relevant to the proposed research 
and extension projects (e.g., include letters of commitment and rationale for their role) to 
assess and evaluate the quality, potential outcomes, and impacts, and how they could 
function effectively to support the goals and objectives of the specific project type within 
SCRI.  

 
•  Collaborative Arrangements – PDF Attachment. No Page Limit .   If it is necessary to 

enter into formal consulting or collaborative  arrangements with others, such 
arrangements should be fully explained and justified.  If the consultant(s) or 
collaborator(s) are known at the time of the application, a vitae or resume should be 
provided.  In addition, evidence (e.g., letter of support signed by the AR of the 
consultant/colla borating organization) should be provided as evidence that the 
collaborators involved have agreed to render these services.  The applicant also will be 
required to provide additional information on consultants and collaborators in the budget 
portion of the application.  

 
4. R&R Senior/Key Person Profile (Expanded)   
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 5. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
5. R&R Personal Data – As noted in Part V, 6. of the N IF A Grants.gov Application Guide, the 
submission of this information is voluntary and is not a precondition of award. If completing the 
information, do not enter any data in the field requesting the social security number.  
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6. R&R Budget  
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part V, 7. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
For all projects:  
Matching:  Applications shall include written verification of commitments of matching support 
from non-federal sources (including both cash and fair market value of in-kind contributions 
from third parties). The non -federal amount must be equal to the amount awarded by the 
Federal government.  All matching must be secured to be considered.  Must provide evidence of 
the required amount of matching prior to award and should be included in the proposal.  Written 
verification means:  

 
For any third party cash contributions, a separate pledge agreement for each donation, submitted 
on the donor organization’s letterhead signed by the authorized representative of the donor 
organization and the applicant organization  and to include the title of the person signing as the 
AR, which must include: (1) the name, address, and telephone number of the donor; (2) the name 
of the applicant organization; (3) the title of the project for which the donation is made; (4) the 
dollar amount of the cash donation; and (5) a statement that the donor will pay the cash 
contribution during the grant period and specifying the recipient may use the cash donation as 
they deem necessary or a statement on how the cash is be used on the project. 
 
For any third party in-kind contributions, a separate pledge agreement for each contribution 
submitted on Donor Organization letterhead and signed by the AR of the donor organization and 
the applicant organization, which must include:  (1) The name, address, and telephone number of 
the donor; (2) the name of the applicant organization; (3) the title of the project for which the 
donation is made; (4) a good faith estimate of the current fair market value of the third party 
in-kind contribution;  and (5) a statement that the donor will make the contribution during the 
grant period.  
 
The sources and the amount of all matching support from outside the applicant organization 
should be summarized on a separate page and placed in the application as a part of the Budget 
Justification attachment (see Field K on the Form R&R Budget). Include the matching amount, 
the budget category for the match, and detail how the matching support, from each source, will 
be used (e.g., salary and position supported). Additionally, all pledge agreements must be 
included as a PDF attachment  in Field K as well.  Cash donations should be shown on the budget 
form in the categories where it will be used (i.e., travel, salaries, etc) and explained in the budget 
justification for matching.  
 
The value of applicant contributions to the project shall be established in accordance with the 
applicable cost principles. Applicants should refer to OMB Circulars A -21, Cost Principles for 
Educational Institutions ; A-87, Cost Principles for State, Local, and Tribal Governments ; A -122, 
Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations ; 2 CFR Part 215, Uniform Administrative 
Requirements  for Grants and Agreements With Institutions of Higher Education,  Hospitals, and 
Other Non-Profit O rganizations (OMB Circular A –110); and the cost principles in the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation at 48 CFR 31.2 for further guidance and other requirements relating to 
matching and allowable costs.  
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A dditional Budget Information  
For Research and Extension Planning Projects:  The budget for the planning activity may 
include an appropriate amount for transportation and subsistence costs for participants and for 
other related costs. Planning awards of federal funds will not exceed $50,000 and are not 
renewable . Include an itemized breakdown of all support requested in the Budget Justification 
(Field K. of the R&R Budget).  
 
Project Director Workshop: It is the intent of the Specialty Crop Research Initiative to require 
successful applicants or a designee to atte nd at least one project director workshop during the 
term of their project. For the purposes of budget development, applicants are required to request 
funds for attending at least one such workshop. The request for these funds should be clearly 
indicated in the budget narrative section of the application.  
 
A pplicants w ho wish to use unrecovered indirect costs to meet the matching requirements 
should indicate, if applicable, w hat amount is attributed to the Federal budget and w hat 
amount is attributed to the n on -Federal b udget. 
 
7. Supplemental Information Form 
Information related to the questions on this form is dealt with in detail in Part VI, 1. of the N IF A 
Grants.gov Application Guide. 
 
a. Field 2. Program Code.  Enter the program code name (i.e., enter “S pecialty Crop Research 
Initiative”) and the program code (i.e., enter “SCRI”).   

 
b. Field 3. Type of A pplicant.  Enter the type of Applicant/Org anization.  

 
c. Field 8. Conflict of Interest List. A conflict of interest list is required by this program.  
 
C. Submission Dates and Times  
 
Instructions for submitting an application are included in Part IV, Section 1.9 of the NIFA  
Grants.gov A pplication Guide.  
 
Complete, error-free applications must be accepted  by Grants.gov by January 14, 2010 (5:00 
p m., or earlier Eastern Time). Applications received after this deadline will normally not be 
considered for funding.  The agency strongly encourages applicants to submit applications well 
before the deadline to allow time for correction of technical errors identifie d by Grants.gov.  
 
Correspondence regarding submitted applications will be sent using e-mail. Therefore, applicants 
are strongly encouraged to provide accurate e-mail addresses, where designated, on the SF -424 
R&R Application for Federal Assistance.  
 
If the AR has not received correspondence from NIFA  regarding a submitted application within 
30 days of the submission deadline of the program, please contact the Program Contact identified 
in Part VII of this RFA and request the proposal number assigned to the application . Failure to 
do so may result in the application not being considered for funding by the peer review 
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panel.  Once the application has been assigned a proposal number, this number should be 
cited in  all future correspondence.  
 
D . Funding Restric tions 
 
1. Indirect Costs  
Section 7132 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, amended the National 
Agriculture Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3310(a)), limiting 
indirect costs to 22 percent of the total Federal funds provided under each award. Therefore, 
when preparing budgets, applicants should limit their requests for recovery of indirect costs to 
the lesser of their institution’s official negotiated indirect cost rate or the equivalent of 22 percent 
of total Federal funds awarded. If no rate has been established the applicant may indicate 
"None—will negotiate" and a reasonable dollar amount for indirect costs may be requested, 
which will be subject to approval by USDA. In the latter case, if a proposal is recommended for 
funding, an indirect cost rate proposal must be submitted prior to award to support the amount of 
indirect costs requested. NIF A  will request an indirect cost rate proposal and provide 
instructions, as necessary. An applicant may elect not to charge indirect costs and, instead, use 
all grant funds for direct costs. If indirect costs are not charged, the phrase "None requested" 
should be written in this space.  
 
PLEA SE NOTE: In accordance with section 731 of the FY 2010 Agriculture, R ural 
Developme nt, Food and Drug A dministration and Related Agencies A ppropriations Act,  
for the purposes of a grant made under section 412 of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998, w hich established SC RI, in -kind support 
from non -Federal sources in the form of unrecovered indirect costs for both the Federal 
Budget and Non -Federal Budget  may be used to meet the matching requirements under 
412(e)(3). These indirect costs are those that are not otherwise charged against the grant 
and must be consistent with the approved indirect cost rate of the organization.  
 
2. Construction and Renovation  
 
Funds made available under SCRI 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 
(including site grading and improvement, and architect fees). 
 
E. Other Submission Requirements  
 
The applicant should follow the submission requirements noted in the document entitled “A 
Guide for Preparation and Submission of N IFA  Applications via Grants.gov.”  
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PA RT V—APPLIC ATION REVIEW REQUIREMENTS  
 
A. General  
 
Each application will be evaluated in a two-part process. First, each application will be screened 
to ensure that it meets the administrative requirements as set forth in this RFA. Administrative 
requirements include: meeting the application deadline, meeting eligibility requirements, 
satisfying program intent, providing evidence of 100 percent non-federal matching funds and 
inclusion of all required sections of the application package. Applications that meet these 
requirements will be technically evaluated by a review panel.  
 
Section 7301 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, amended section 103(a) of the 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (AREERA) (7 U.S.C. 
7613(a)) by stating that Peer and Merit review procedures shall not take the offer or availability 
of matching funds into consideration. Therefore, while matching is required under SCRI, it will 
only be considered as part of the administrative review and will not be included in the Peer and 
Merit Review (see Part III (B) for more information).  
 
Reviewers will be selected based upon training and experience in relevant scientific, extension, 
or education fields, taking into account the following factors: (a) The level of relevant formal 
scientific, technical education, or extension experience of the individual, as well as the extent to 
which an individual is engaged in relevant research, education, or extension activities; (b) the 
need to include as reviewers experts from various areas of specializatio n within relevant 
scientific, education, or extension fields; (c) the need to include as reviewers other experts (e.g., 
producers, range or forest managers/opera tors, and consumers) who can assess relevance of the 
applications to targeted audiences and to program needs; (d) the need to include as reviewers 
experts from a variety of organizationa l types (e.g., colleges, universities, industry, state and 
Federal agencies, private profit and non-profit organizations) and geographic locations; (e) the 
need to maintain a balanced composition of reviewers with regard to minority and female 
representation and an equitable age distribution; and (f) the need to include reviewers who can 
judge the effective usefulness to producers and the general public of each application.  
 
B. Evaluation Criteria  
 
The evaluation criteria below will be used in reviewing applications submitted in response to this 
RFA and the specific Project Types described in Part II(C): 
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Criteria for Standard Research and Extension Projects (SREPs) 
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that includes 
project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured, including the 
likelihood that the project will provide solutions that lead to measurable benefits to 
producers and consumers; 

 
(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates understanding of a 

whole system(s) approach and discusses how the project will contribute to an 
integrated systems solution to the identified problem. The project must contribute to 
long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, processing or 
marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental, and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives that are 
potentially attainable within project time, scope and budget; 

 
(b) Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, and effectively combines research and extension 
activities;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d) Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability of success, including the likelihood that the project will 

contribute to the overall sustainability of a component or primary system (5 points); 
and 

(g) A dherence to guidelines (5 points). 
 



 31

Criteria for Coordinated Agricultural Projects  (CAPs)  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/chal lenges in specialty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b) Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that 
includes project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured;  

 
(d) Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding of 

a whole system(s) approach and applies  that approach  to overcoming the identified 
problem. The project must contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together expertise in biological  science disciplines , physical science and 
engineering disciplines, socio-economic  sciences, extension, and program 
evaluation, as appropriate , as well as expertise from principal stakeholders and 
partners. Project goals should address economic, environmental , and  social aspects 
of specialty crop sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives that are 
potentially attainable within project time, scope, and budget;  

 
(b)  Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, a continuity  plan addresses future long-term plans 
for the proposed activities, and effectively combines research and extension 
activities;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d)  Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability of success (5 points); and 

 
(g) Adherence to guidelines (5 points).  
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Criteria for Regional Partnerships for Innovation  (RPIs) 
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specia lty 
crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Outreach plan (10 points). Application includes a detailed outreach plan that includes 
project benefits and a description of how impacts will be measured; 

 
(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  and 

application of a whole system(s) approach with the potential for the partnership to 
contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, 
processing, or marketing systems; and 

  
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists  as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy (10 points). Application clearly states objectives which are 
potentially attaina ble within project time, scope and budget; 

 
(b)  Design (15 points). The application’s methodology and analytical approach are 

appropriate to project objectives, including the likelihood that the proposed project 
approach will serve as a model for innovation by other industries and other locales;  

 
(c) Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise (5 points); 

 
(d)  Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 

 
(e) Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 

 
(f) Feasibility, probability that proposed project will successfully create the initial 

development of regional partnerships that encourage regional economic development 
(5 points); and 

 
(g) Adherence to guidelines (5 points). 
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Criteria for eXtension Projects  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (15 points). A pplication includes documentation substantiating 
that project is essential in helping producers, processors and/or consumers to 
overcome current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty crop agriculture;  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (15 points). Appli cation includes information on how 

stakeholders were selected and how their input was solicited and incorporated;  
 

(c) Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  and 
application of a whole system(s) approach with the potentia l for the project to 
contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of specialty crop production, 
processing, or marketing systems; and 

 
(d)  Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) 

(a) Community of Practice  (10 points). Application describes the CoP, including a plan 
to increase the CoP membership, and a CoP leadership and management plan; 

 
(b)  Community of Interest (15 points). Application describes the CoI to be served and 

methods the CoP will use to engage the CoI with educational products and programs 
on a continuing basis; and 

 
(c) Plan of Work (25 points). Application include s a logic model description that 

adequately demonstrates procedures for the development of the following:  
•  a functioning and sustainable CoP including inputs, outputs , and outcomes;  
• a detailed plan of content aggregation, evaluation and development/repa ckaging 

for year one and maintenance, sustainability , and evolution over time;  
• a scope of work for the proposed CoP over the first 12 months; a brief 

description of deliverables for years two and three; 
• an anticipated date of CoP inclusion in the eXtension public site (public release); 

and  
• documented resources currently available to this proposed CoP and plans for CoP 

sustainability. 
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Criteria for Research and Extension Planning Projects  
 
1. Proposal Relevance (50 points) : 

(a) Documented need (10 points). Application includes documentation substantiating 
that project is directed to current or likely future problems/challen ges in specialty 
crop agriculture. Demonstrate specific need for planning activity (e.g., limited 
resources for submitting large grant applications and potential benefits accrued from 
formal planning activities);  

 
(b)  Stakeholder involvement (10 points). Application includes information on how 

stakeholders will participate in the activity , including a listing of key participants 
who will be invited and their affiliations;  

 
(c) Outcome plan (10 points). Clear evidence of a high likelihood that quality future 

applications will be submitted for SCRI projects;  
 

(d)  Systems-based approach (10 points). Application demonstrates an understanding  of 
and proposes to develop the application of a whole system(s) approach with the 
potential for the project to contribute to long-term profitability and sustainability of 
specialty crop production, processing or marketing systems; and 

 
(e) Trans-disciplinary approach (10 points). Application documents that the project 

brings together biological, physical, and social scientists as appropriate to project 
goals to address economic, environmental , and  social aspects of specialty crop 
sustainability.  

 
2. Proposal Quality (50 points) : 

(a) Conceptual adequacy and design (25 points). Application clearly states objectives 
and includes a preliminary agenda that addresses those objectives;  

 
(b)  Involvement of appropriate, relevant expertise in planning activity committees, 

speakers, and attendees (5 points); 
 

(c) Experience of senior/key project personnel (5 points); 
 

(d)  Appropriateness of budget (5 points); 
 

(e) Feasibility  (5 points).  Likelihood that the effort will result in a future grant 
application to the SCRI; and 

 
(f) Adherence to guidelines (5 points).  
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C. Conflicts of Interest and Confidentiality  
 
During the peer evaluation process, extreme care will be taken to prevent any actual or perceived 
conflicts of interest that may impact review or evaluation. For the purpose of determining 
conflicts of interest, the academic and administrative autonomy of an institution shall be 
determined by reference to the current Higher Education Directory, published by Higher 
Education Publications, Inc., 6400 Arlington Boulevard, Suite 648, Falls Church, Virginia 
22042. Phone: (703) 532-2300. Web site: http://www hepin c.com. 
 
Names of submitting institutions and individuals, as well as application content and peer 
evaluatio ns, will be kept confidential, except to those involved in the review process, to the 
extent permitted by law. In addition, the identities of peer reviewers will remain confidential 
throughout the entire review process. Therefore, the names of the reviewer s will not be released 
to applicants.  
 
D . Organizationa l Management Information  
 
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 responsibility determinati on prior to the award 
of a grant identified under this RFA, if such information has not been provided previously under 
this or another N IF A program. N IFA  will provide copies of forms recommended for use in 
fulfilling these requirements as part of the pre-award process. Although an applicant may be 
eligible based on its status as one of these entities, there are factors which may exclude an 
applicant from receiving Federal financial and nonfinancial assistance and benefits under this 
program (e.g., debarment  or suspension of an individual involved or a determination that an 
applicant is not responsible based on submitted organizational management information). 
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PA RT VI—AWA R D A DMINISTR ATION  
 
A. General  
 
Within the limit of funds available for such purpose, the awarding official of N IF A shall make 
grants to those responsible, eligible applicants whose applications are judged most meritorious 
under the procedures set forth in this RFA. The date specified by the awarding official of N IF A 
as the effective date of the grant shall be no later than September 30 of the Federal fiscal year in 
which the project is approved for support and funds are available for such purpose, unless 
otherwise permitted by law. It should be noted that the project need not be initiated on the grant 
effective date, but as soon thereafter as practical so that project goals may be attained within the 
funded project period. All funds granted by N IF A under this RFA shall be expended solely for 
the purpose for which the funds are granted in accordance with the approved application and 
budget, the regulations, the terms and conditions of the award, the applicable Federal cost 
principles  (2 CFR 215, 2 CFR 220 and 2 CFR 230), and the Department's assistance regulations 
(parts 3015, 3019 and 3430 of 7 CFR). 
 
B. A ward Notice  
 
The award document will provide pertinent instructions and information including, at a 
minimum, the following:  
 
(1) Legal name and address of performing organization or institution to whom the Director has 
issued an award under the terms of this request for applications;  
 
(2) Title of project; 
 
(3) Name(s) and institution(s) of PDs chosen to direct and control approved activities;  
 
(4) Identifying award number assigned by the Department;  
 
(5) Project period, specifying the amount of time the Department intends to support the project 
without requiring recompetition for funds; 
 
(6) Total amount of Departmental financial assistance approved by the Director  during the 
project period; 
 
(7) Legal authority(ies) under which the award is issued; 
 
(8) Appropriate Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number;  
 
(9) Applicable award terms and conditions (see 
http://www nifa. usda.gov/business/awards/awardte rms html to view  NIF A award terms and 
conditions); 
 
(10) Approved budget plan for categorizing allocable project funds to accomplish the stated 
purpose of the award; and 
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(11) Other information or provisions deemed necessary by N IFA  to carry out its respective 
awarding activities or to accomplish the purpose of a particular award. 
 
C . A dministrativ e and National Policy Requirements  
 
Several Federal statutes and regulations apply to grant applications considered for review and to 
project grants awarded under this program. These include, but are not limited to: 
 
2 CFR Part 215 – Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Agreements With 
Institutions of Higher Education, Hospitals, and Other Non-Profit Organizations (OMB Circular 
A -110). 
 
2 CFR Part 220 – Cost Principles for Educational Institutions (OMB Circular A -21). 
 
2 CFR Part 230 – Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations (OMB Circular A-122). 
 
7 CFR Part 1, subpart A —USDA implementation of the Freedom of Information Act. 
 
7 CFR Part 3—USDA implementatio n of OMB Circular No. A -129 regarding debt collection.  
 
7 CFR Part 15, subpart A —USDA implementation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as 
amended. 
 
7 CFR Part 331 and 9 CFR Part 121—USDA implementation of the Agricultural Bioterrorism 
Protection  Act of 2002. 
 
7 CFR Part 3015—USDA Uniform Federal Assistance Regulations, implementing OMB 
directives (i.e., OMB Circular Nos. A -21 and A -122, now codified at 2 CFR Parts 220 and 230) 
and incorporating provisions of 31 U.S.C. 6301-6308 (formerly the Federal Grant and 
Cooperative Agreement Act of 1977, Pub. L. No. 95-224), as well as general policy requirements 
applicable to recipients of Departmental financial assistance. 
 
7 CFR Part 3017—USDA implementation of Government  wide Debarment and Suspension 
(Nonprocurement).  
 
7 CFR Part 3018—USDA implementation of Restrictions on Lobbying. Imposes prohibitions 
and requirements for disclosure and certification related to lobbying on recipients of Federal 
contracts, grants, cooperative agreements, and loans. 
 
7 CF R Part 3019—USDA implementation of OMB Circular A -110, Uniform Administrative 
Requirements for Grants and Other Agreements With Institutions of Higher Education, 
Hospitals, and Other Nonprofit Organizations.  
 
7 CFR Part 3021—Governmentwide Requirements for Drug Free Workplace (Grants) 
 
7 CFR Part 3052—USDA implementation of OMB Circular No. A -133, Audits of States, Local 
Governments, and Non profit Organizations.  
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7 CFR Part 3407—CSREES procedures to implement the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended. 
 
7 CFR Part 3430 – CSREES Competitive and Noncompetitive Nonformula Grant Programs—
General Grant Administrative Provisions , including subpart F, which specifically  addresses this 
program. 
 
29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act of 1973) and 7 CFR Part 15b (USDA 
implementation of statute)  —prohibiting discrimination based upon physical or mental handicap 
in Federally assisted programs. 
 
35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.  —Bayh Dole Act, controlling allocation of rights to inventions made by 
employees of small business firms and domestic nonprofit organizations, including universities, 
in Federally assisted programs (implementing regulations are contained in 37 CFR Part 401). 
 
D . Expected Program Outputs and Reporting Requirements  
 
Grantees are required to submit annual and summary progress reports via N IFA ’s Current 
Research Information System (CRIS). CRIS is an electronic, Web-based inventory system that 
facilitates both grantee submissions of project outcomes and public access to information on 
Federa lly-funded projects  (http://cris nifa .usda.gov/).   
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PA RT VII—AGEN C Y CONTA CT  
 
Applicants and other interested parties are encouraged to contact one of the program directors 
listed below. To help us keep complete records, we request that interested parties  use email as a 
primary contact method.  
 
Tom Bewick; National Program Leader; Plant and Animal Systems; National Institute of Food 
and Agriculture ; USDA; STOP 2220; 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-
2220; telephone: (202) 401-3356; fax: (202) 401-4888; e-mail: tbewick@nifa.usd a.gov 
 
OR  
 
Daniel Schmoldt; National Program Leader; Plant and Animal Systems; National Institute of 
Food and Agriculture ; USDA ; STOP 2220; 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 
20250-2220; telephone: (202) 720-4807; fax: (202) 401-5179; e-mail: dschmoldt@nifa.usda.gov 
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PA RT VIII—OTHER INFORMATION  
 
A. Access to Review Information  
 
Copies of reviews, not including the identity of reviewers, and a summary of the panel comments 
will be sent to the applicant PD after the review process has been completed.  
 
B. Use of Funds; C hanges  
 
1. Delegation of Fiscal Responsibility  
 
Unless the terms and conditions of the award state otherwise, the awardee may not in whole or in 
part delegate or transfer to another person, institution, or organization the responsibility for use 
or expenditure of award funds. 
 
2. C hanges in Project Plans  
 
a. The permissible changes by the awardee, PD(s), or other key project personnel in the approved 
project shall be limited to changes in methodology, techniques, or other similar aspects of the 
project to expedite achievement of the project's approved goals. If the awardee or the PD(s) 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 ADO is the signatory 
of the award document, not the program contact.  
 
b. Changes in approved goals or objectives shall be requested by the awardee and approved in 
writing by the ADO prior to effecting such changes. In no event shall requests for such changes 
be approved which are outside the scope of the original approved project.  
 
c. Changes in approved project leadership or the replacement or reassignment of other key 
project personnel shall be requested by the awardee and approved in writing by the ADO prior to 
effecting such changes. 
 
d. Transfers of actual performance of the substantive programmatic work in whole or in part and 
provisions for payment of funds, whether or not Federal funds are involved, shall be requested 
by the awardee and approved in writing by the ADO prior to effecting such transfers, unless 
prescribed otherwise in the terms and conditions of the award.  
 
e. The project period may be extended by N IF A without additional financial support, for such 
additional period(s) as the ADO 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 
awardee and approval in writing by the ADO, unless prescribed otherwise in the terms and 
conditions of award. 
 
f. Changes in Approved Budget: Unless stated otherwise  in the terms and conditions of award, 
changes in an approved budget must be requested by the awardee and approved in writing by the 
ADO prior to instituting such changes if the revision will involve transfers or expenditures of 
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amounts requiring prior approval as set forth in the applicable Federal cost principles, 
Departmental regulations, or award. 
 
C . Confidential Aspects of A pplications and A wards  
 
When an application results in an award, it becomes a part of the record of N IF A ’s transactions, 
availabl e to the public upon specific request. Information that the Secretary determines to be of a 
confidential, privileged, or proprietary nature will be held in confidence 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 application that does not result in an award will be retained by the Agency for a period of 
three years. Other copies will be destroyed. Such an application will be released only with the 
consent of the applicant or to the extent required by law. An application may be withdrawn at 
any time prior to the final action thereon.  
 
D . Regulatory Information  
 
For the reasons set forth in the final Rule related Notice to 7 CFR part 3015, subpart V (48 FR 
29114, June 24, 1983), this program is excluded from the scope of the Executive Order 12372 
which requires intergovernmenta l consultation with State and local officials. Under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35), the collection of 
information requirements contained in this Notice have been approved under OMB Document 
No. 0524-0039. 
 
E. Definitions  
 
Please refer to 7 CFR 3430, Competitive and Noncompetitive Non-formula Grant Programs--
General Grant Administrative Provisions, for the applicable definitions for this NIF A grant 
program. 
 
1862 Land-Grant Institution means an institution eligible to receive funds under the Act of July 
2, 1862, as amended (7 U.S.C. 301 et seq.). Unless otherwise 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.), including Tuskegee University and 
West Virginia State University. Unless otherwise stated for a specific program, this term 
includes a research foundation maintained by such an institution.  
 
1994 Land-Grant Institution means one of those institutions as defined in section 532 of the 
Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994, as amended (7 U.S.C. 301 note). These 
institutions are commonly referred to as Tribal Colleges or Universities.   
 
Advisory Board means the National Agricultural Research, Extension, Education, and 
Economics Advisory Board (as established under section 1408 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123). 
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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 practical ways in which new knowledge can be advanced to benefit individuals and 
society. 
 
Authorized Departmental Officer  or ADO  means the Secretary or any employee of the 
Department with delegated authority to issue or modify grant 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 President or Chief Executive Officer of 
the applicant organization, who has the authority to commit the resources of the organization to 
the project.  
 
Budget period means the interval of time (usually 12 months) into which the project period is 
divided for budgetary and reporting purposes. 
 
Cash contributions  means the recipient’s cash outlay, including the outlay of money contributed 
to the recipient by non-Federal third parties. 
 
College or university means, unless defined in a separate subpart, an educational institution in 
any State which:  
  (1) Admits as regular students only persons having a certificate of graduation from a school 
providing secondary education, or the recognized equival ent of such a certificate;  
  (2) Is legally authorized within such State to provide a program of education 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 institution; and  
  (5) Is accredited by a nationally recognized accrediting agency or association. Unless otherwise 
stated for a specific program, this term includes a research foundation maintained by such an 
institution.  
 
Continuation grant is an instrument by which N IF A agrees to support a specified level of effort 
for a predetermined project period with a statement of intention to provide additional support at a 
future date, provided that performance has been satisfactory, funds are available for this purpose, 
and continued support would be in the best interest of the Federal government and the public.  
 
Department  means the United States Department of Agriculture.  
 
Director  means the Director  of the National Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) and any 
other officer or employee of the N IFA  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 
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matters such as faculty development, student recruitment and services, curriculum development, 
instructional materials and equipment, and innovative teaching methodologies.  
 
Established and demonstrated capacity  means that an organization has met the following criteria:  
  (1) Conducts any systematic study directed toward new or fuller knowledge and understanding 
of the subject studied; 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 practices; and  
  (3) Has facilities, qualified personnel, independent funding, and prior projects and 
accomplishments in research or technology transfer. 
 
Extension means informal education program conducted in the States in cooperation with the 
Unites States Department of Agriculture.  
 
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  The term "food and agricultural sciences" means basic, applied, 
and developmental research, extension, and teaching activities in food and fiber, agricultural, 
renewable 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 germplasm collection and preservation.  
   (4) Aquaculture.  
   (5) Food safety. 
   (6) Soil and water conservation and improvement.  
   (7) Forestry, horticulture, and range management.  
   (8) Nutritional sciences and promotion. 
   (9) Farm enhancement, including financial management, input efficiency, and profitability.  
   (10) Home economics.  
   (11) Rural human ecology. 
   (12) Youth development and agricultural education, including 4-H clubs.  
   (13) Expansion of domestic and international markets for agricultural commodities and 
    products, including agricultural trade barrier identification and analysis. 
   (14) Information management and technology transfer related to agriculture.  
   (15) Biotechnology related to agriculture.  
   (16) The processing, distributing, marketing, and utilization of food and agricultural products.  
 
Fundamental research means research that (1) increases knowledge or understanding of the 
fundamental aspects of phenomena and has the potential for broad application, and (2) has an 
effect on agriculture, food, nutrition,  or the environment.  
 
Graduate degree means a Master's or doctoral degree. 
 
Grant means the award by the Authorized Departmental Officer of funds to an eligible grantee to 
assist in meeting the costs of conducting for the benefit of the public, an identifi ed project which 
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is intended and designed to accomplish the purpose of the program as identified in the program 
solicitation or RFA.   
 
Grantee  means the organization designated in the grant award document as the responsible legal 
entity to which a grant is awarded.  
 
Insular area means the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Republic of Palau, and the Virgin Islands of the United 
States.  
 
Integrated means a project that brings together at least two of the three components of the 
agricultural knowledge system (i.e., research, education, and extension) around a problem or 
issue. In general, integrated projects will be stakeholder driven, problem focused, and outcome 
oriented. 
 
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 Government, including the value of in-kind contributions.  
 
Merit review  means an evaluation of a proposed project or elements of a proposed 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 approach to be followed.  
 
Multifunctional research and extension activities  are those in which research results are 
communicated via extension activities to stakeholders and the public in a coordinated manner 
during the life of a single project.  
 
National laboratories  include Federal laboratories that are government -owned contractor-
operated or government -owned government-operated. 
 
Organic System Plan means a plan of management of an organic production or handling 
operation that has been agreed to by the producer or handler and the certifying agent and that 
includes written plans concerning all aspects of agricultural production or handling described by 
the National Organic Program. 
 
Peer reviewers  means experts or consultants qualified by training and experience to give expert 
advice on the scientific and technical merit of grant applications or the relevance of those 
applications to one or more of the application evaluation criteria.  Peer reviewers may be adhoc or 
convened as a panel.  
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Primary System for specialty crops refers to the total production system, the processing and 
distribution system, or the consumer and marketing system. 
 
Prior approval means written approval 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 nonprofit commercial and 
non-commercial entities, and including private or independent educational associations. 
 
Program Officer  means a N IFA  individual who is responsible for the technical oversight of the 
award on behalf of USDA.  
 
Project  means the particular activity within the scope of the program supported by a grant award.  
 
Project Director  or PD  means the single individual designated by the grantee in the grant 
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 research 
activities.  
 
Project period means the total length of time, as stated in the award document and modifications 
thereto, if any, during which Federal sponsorship begins and ends. 
 
Research means any systematic study directed toward new or fuller knowledge and 
understanding of the subject studied. 
 
Scientific peer review  is an evaluation of the technical quality of a proposed project and its 
relevance to regional or national goals, performed by experts with the scientific knowledge and 
technical skills to conduct the proposed research work.  
 
Secretary  means the Se cretary of Agriculture and any other officer or employee of the 
Department to whom the authority involved is delegated.  
 
Specialty crop means fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and horticulture and nursery 
crops (including floriculture).  
 
Standard grant is an instrument by which N IF A agrees to support a specified level of effort for a 
predetermined project period without any statement of intention to provide additional support at 
a future date.  
 
State  means any one of the fifty States, the Dis trict of Columbia, and the insular areas. 
 
Systems approach is any process of estimating or inferring how local policies, actions, or 
changes influence the state of the neighboring universe. It is a framework that is based on the 
belief that the component parts of a system can best be understood in the context of relationships  
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with each other and with other systems, rather than in isolation. The only way to fully understand 
why a problem or element occurs and persists is to understand the part in relation to the whole. 
 
Third party in-kind contributions  means the value of non-cash contributions of property or 
services provided by non-Federal third parties, including real property, equipment, supplies and 
other expendable property, directly benefiting and specifically identifiable to a funded project or 
program. 
 
Trans-disciplinary  means a multi-discipline approach that brings biological and physical 
scientists together with economists and social scientists to address challenges in a holistic 
manner. 
 
Under Secretary means the Under Secretary 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 formal divisions of State 
government (i.e., the official state agencies such as departments of transportatio n and education), 
local government agencies (e.g. , a county human services office), and including state educational 
institutions (e.g., public colleges and universities) . 
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F. Electronic A pplication C hecklist  
 

(Disclaimer Note:  This checklist is included for the sole purpose of assisting the applicant in the 
self review process prior to submission.  Applicant should use the RFA as the instrument of 
instruction and the Application Guide to complete the application process.  This checklist is NOT 
an official portion of the RFA and should in no way be considered a replacement for the 
Application Guide or instructions contained within the RFA.) 

 
Only electronic applications may be submitted to NIFA via Grants.gov unless indicated 
otherwise in the specific program RFA. All applications submitted to NIFA must contain the 
applicable elements outlined in these guidelines. The following checklist has been prepared to 
assist in ensuring that the application is complete prior to submission:  
 

 Are you eligible to apply for the funding offered in the RFA?  
Eligibility information for each funding opportunity is stated in Part III, Eligibility 
Information, of each RFA. 
 

 Are you applying to the correct funding opportunity associated with the RFA?  
Field 1 of the NIFA Supplemental Information Form will pre-populate to indicate the 
program to which you are applying. 
 

 Have you followed the guidelines for filling out your electronic application p rovided in 
the NIFA Grants.gov A pplication Guide, w hich is posted along with the SF 424 R&R 
application package on Grants.gov?  
Electronic applications should be prepared according to this guide and the specific program 
RFA.  This guide is part of the corresponding electronic application package for the specific 
program to which you are applying. 
 

 Has your institution properly registered with Grants.gov to enable you to submit an 
application?  
Those who wish to submit an application to NIFA should first contact their Authorized 
Representative (AR) to determine if the organization is prepared to submit applications 
through Grants.gov. See http://www.grant s.gov/applicants /get registered. jsp for steps to 
preparing to submit applications through Grants.gov. 
 

 Have all attachments been submitted in the portable document format (PDF)?  
NIFA will only accept PDF attachments.  See Part III of the NIFA Grants.gov Application 
Guide. 
 

 Do all submitted PDF documents have one-inch margins and are typed or word 
processed using no type smaller than 12 point regardless of line spacing?  Are all PDF 
documents numbered sequentially on each page of the attachment?  Are all page 
limitations for a given attachment followed?  
Submitted proposals that do not meet these requirements for PDF attachments will be 
returned without review.  
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 Did you use the “C heck Package for Errors” feature (see section 1.8 of the NIFA 
Grants.gov A pplication Guide)?  

 
 Have all required components  of the SF 424 Research and Related (R&R) A pplication 

Package posted under the funding opportunity on Grants.gov been completed?  
Mandatory Forms 
Optional Forms  

 
SF 424 R&R Cover Sheet  

 Have all required fields (highlighted in yellow) been completed?  
 
R&R  Other Project Information  

 Have the fields describing project potential or actual environmental impact been properly 
completed?  

 
Project Summary/Abstract   

 Has the Project Summary PDF been attached to this form in Field 6?  
 Are the names and affiliated organizations of all Project Directors listed at the top of the 

page in addition to the title of the project?  
 Does this section adhere to the format and page limitations?  
 Did you use the suggested Project Summary/Abstract  Template found at:  

http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#abs tract? 
 
Project Narrative  

 Has the Project Narrative PDF been attached to this form in Field 7?  
 Is the project fully described?  
 Does this section adhere to the format and page limitations?  

 
Bibliography & References Cited  

 Has the Bibliography & References Cited PDF been attached to this form in Field 8?  
 Are all references cited and are all citations referenced?  
 Do all citations contain a title, the names of all authors, and are they in accepted journal 

format?  
 
Facilities & Other Resources  

 Has the Facilities & Other Resources PDF been attached to this form in Field 9?  
 Has a description of your facilities, sufficient to indicate that you will be able to carry out 

this project, been given?  
 
Equipment  

 Has the Equipment PDF been attached to this form in Field 10?  
 Is the description of your equipment sufficient to indicate that you will be able to carry 

out this project?  
 
Appendices to Project Description  

 H as the Appendices to Project Description PDF been attached to this form in Field 11? 
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Collaborative Arrangements  

 Has the Collaborative Arrangements PDF been attached to this form in Field 11? 
 
Response to Previous Review (for resubmitted applications)  

 Has  the Response to Previous Review PDF been included as indicated in the RFA?  
 Has the application been clearly and meaningfully revised and are the revisions briefly 

described?  
 Are comments from the previous review addressed?  

 
R&R Senior/Key Person Profile  
 
Biographical Sketch  

 Has the biographical sketch (vitae) PDF for the PD and each co-PD, senior associate, and 
other professional personnel been attached?  
 

Current and Pending Support  
 Has the current and pending support PDF for key personnel been attached?  
 Have all current and pending projects been listed and summarized, including this 

proposal ?  
 Did you use the suggested Current and Pending Support Template found at: 

http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#cur rent?  
 

 
R&R Personal Data   

 Have all fields been completed, except social security number? 
 
R&R Budget  

 Have all fields been completed for each PD and co-PD(s)? 
 Are annual and summary budgets included?  For multi-institution applications, has a 

subaward budget been included for each institution involved?  
 
Budget Justification 

 Has the Budget Justification PDF been attached to this form in Field K? 
 Are budget items individually justified? 
 For multi-institutiona l applications, has a subaward budget justification been included for 

each institution involved? 
 Have matching requirements been addressed? 

SPECIAL NOTE: 100 percent non -federal match is legislatively  required for this 
funding opportunity. ALL applicants will be required to provide appropriate 
matching documentation. See Part IV(B)(6)of this RFA for further details and 
specific instructions.   

 
NIFA Supplemental Information Form 

 Has Filed 1 been pre-populated?  
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 Does Field 2 indicate the Program Code Name and Program Code to which you are 
applying? 

Conflict of Interest List  
 Has the Conflict of Interest List PDF been attached to this form in Field 8? 
 Has a Conflict of Interest List been provided for all individuals who have submitted a 

Biographical Sketch?  
 Did you use the suggested Conflict of Interest Template found at: 

 http://www nifa. usda.gov/home/fa q apply html#coi ? 
 Does the Conflict of Interest list include the four categories as appropriate?  

 
 
 



January 25, 2010 

Dr. Barry Tillman
Department of Agronomy 
University of Florida
Marianna, FL 32446-7906 

Dear Dr. Tillman: 

We are pleased to offer you an appointment as a member of the faculty of Soil and Crop Sciences at Texas A&M 
University.  Your qualifications and interests certainly overlap with our mission, and we hope you will accept our 
offer detailed below. The position offers unique challenges and significant opportunities to develop highly 
recognized research and teaching programs. It is expected that this would be a premier breeding position in this 
area of the world.  

We anticipate that you will develop a nationally and internationally recognized integrated research and teaching 
program in with bioenergy, high oil and traditional peanut breeding, as well as make significant input with 
contributions to the breeding of other dedicated energy oil seed crops. Our goal is for you to work with existing 
faculty to develop and foster interdisciplinary, leading-edge research programs, so we have a world-class 
program. We hope that you provide the leadership to create a scholarly foundation to develop a strong peanut and 
plant breeding program 

We expect you to assume responsibilities for SCSC 306 (Grain, Fiber, and Oilseed Crops) and update this course 
to reflect interest in bioenergy as well as continue its basic purpose of educating our undergraduates in the major 
agronomic crops grown in the United States. Wayne Smith will work with you in transitioning this undergraduate 
course to your direction. Currently, Wayne teaches SCSC 306 during the Fall Semester of even years. However, it 
has been revamped and proposed as a W (writing intensive) course and that may impact how often we need to 
offer the course.   Graduate teaching responsibilities would include a graduate level course to complement our 
existing plant breeding courses and would deal with world trade and intellectual property issues. This course 
probably would meet every other year and would round out your formal teaching expectations. A 30% teaching 
appointment generally includes three courses each year but may be reduced for faculty with leadership and 
program development responsibilities, and those with strong graduate student programs.    We expect that you will 
develop a strong graduate program to produce the leaders of tomorrow in this important area. We also encourage 
you to help educate the public by organizing conference, forums, and workshops. 

The appointment will carry the title of Associate Professor with tenure, subject to final approval by University 
Administrators and the Board of Regents. This will be a nine-month appointment and carry a salary of $10,416 
per month with additional 3 months funding from the ETF fund for three years.  The sources of funding for your 
appointment will be the College of Agriculture and Life Sciences and Texas AgriLife Research.  We anticipate 
that you will be available to begin your appointment on September 1, 2010. 

You will be eligible for any authorized salary increases effective September 1, 2011 and thereafter. Your 
appointment will be subject to all applicable employment laws, the Texas A&M University Systems Policies and 
Regulations, and Texas A&M University, and Texas AgriLife Research rules. You also are eligible for vacation 
and sick leave, each of which accrue at the rate of eight hours per month. The accrual and use of sick leave and 
vacation leave will be in accordance with System Regulations and University Rules. The schedule for the current 
year includes 13 paid holidays. You also are eligible to participate in a Texas A&M University System sponsored 
retirement plan.  You can see an overview of these benefits at http://aghr.tamu.edu/benefits htm.

Employment is contingent on your ability to provide employment eligibility documentation required by federal 
employment and/or immigration laws. In addition, to help expedite the administrative approval, we request that 



you visit the following website ( http://dof.tamu.edu/forms  < http://dof.tamu.edu/forms > ) and submit the
Verification for Degree Request, Self Identification, and Felony Conviction forms to the Dean of Faculties Office 
as soon as possible (fax: 979-845-1822 or email:  dof@tamu.edu ). This offer will not be approved until the 
degree verification and criminal background forms are signed and received by the Dean of Faculties.

The position comes with and anticipated $1,750,000 from the Emerging Technology Fund (ETF) of from which 
three months salary per year is committed through the first three years (estimated at $100,000).  Also and per our 
discussions, your program will also include direct oversight of our research associate Michael Baring ($200,000 
from Soil and Crop Sciences Department) as well as the Stephenville research peanut breeding program.  In order 
to maintain and enhance the Stephenville R&D peanut program, we pledge $50,000 per year (total of $150,000 
over 3 years) will be allocated from the ETF for supporting germplasm and breeding work at Stephenville 
including $20,000 per year for the program director (Charles Simpson) and $30,000 for technical staff and 
support.  Up to $20,000 from this fund will be allocated for moving expenses, i.e., truck rental or moving van 
rental, with appropriate receipts.  This leaves $1,480,000 to be utilized for program development based on 
appropriate agreement with the Texas A&M Board of Regents, administration of Texas AgriLife Research, Texas 
A&M College of Agriculture and the Department of Soil and Crop Sciences (see attached schedule for details). 

Please let me know if you have any questions about the terms and conditions relating to this appointment. If they 
are acceptable to you, please sign and date one copy of this letter and return it, along with the Agreement 
Concerning Tenure Status.  The other copy is for your records.  We are anxious to have you as a member of our 
faculty and we hope that you will be able to provide us with your response within the next few months. 

Best Regards,

David D. Baltensperger
Professor and Head

I understand and accept the employment conditions as described in this letter and attachments.

______________________________________________________________________________
Barry Tillman  Date

cc:  Executive Associate Dean, Alan Sams
Director AgriLife Research, Craig Nessler
Dean and Vice-Chancellor, Mark Hussey



From: Craig Nessler <cnessler@tamu.edu>
To: <a-volder@tamu.edu>, <jpeterson@ag.tamu.edu>
CC: David Baltensperger <dbaltensperger@ag.tamu.edu>
Date: 10/7/2010 8:40 AM
Subject: Urban Ecosystems Ecology

Thanks  you for the copy of your book ³Urban Ecosystems Ecology.  It looks
to be a very interesting volume that is particularly relevant to the
changing demographics of Texas.  I hope you will keep abreast of our efforts
at our Dallas Center as we move forward with the Urban Living Laboratory.
This experimental complex has the potential to influence the future of the
urban landscape and positively impact the ecosystems of cities around the
world.  Best wishes on continued success, Craig

Craig L. Nessler
Director Texas AgriLife Research

113 Jack K. Williams Administration Building
2142 TAMU 
College Station, TX 77843-2142
979.845.7984 (voice)
979.845.4765 (fax)

(cell)




