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Evaluation criterion Weight 

This criterion relates to the degree to which the project will strengthen the research capacity of the appli-
cant institution. In the case of a joint project proposal, it relates to the degree to which the project will 
strengthen the research capacity of the applicant institution and that of any other institution assuming a 
major role in the conduct of the project. 

(1) Institutional enhancement—Will the project help the institution to advance the expertise of cur-
rent faculty in the natural or social sciences; provide a better research environment, state-of- 
the-art equipment, or supplies; enhance library collections related to the area of research; or 
enable the institution to provide efficacious organizational structures and reward systems to at-
tract, hire and retain first-rate research faculty and students—particularly those from underrep-
resented groups? 

15 points. 

(2) Institutional commitment—Is there evidence to substantiate that the institution attributes a 
high-priority to the project, that the project is linked to the achievement of the institution’s long- 
term goals, that it will help satisfy the institution’s high-priority objectives, or that the project is 
supported by the institution’s strategic plans? Will the project have reasonable access to need-
ed resources such as scientific instrumentation, facilities, computer services, library and other 
research support resources? 

15 points. 

(d) Personnel Resources ................................................................................................................................................ 10 Points 
This criterion relates to the number and qualifications of the key persons who will carry out the project. 

Are designated project personnel qualified to carry out a successful project? Are there sufficient num-
bers of personnel associated with the project to achieve the stated objectives and the anticipated out-
comes? Will the project help develop the expertise of young scientists at the doctoral or post-doctorate 
level? 

(e) Budget and cost-effectiveness: 
This criterion relates to the extent to which the total budget adequately supports the project and is cost-ef-

fective. 
(1) Budget—Is the budget request justifiable? Are costs reasonable and necessary? Will the total 

budget be adequate to carry out project activities? Are the source(s) and amount(s) of non- 
Federal matching support clearly identified and appropriately documented? For a joint project 
proposal, is the shared budget explained clearly and in sufficient detail? 

10 points. 

(2) Cost-effectiveness—Is the proposed project cost-effective? Does it demonstrate a creative 
use of limited resources, maximize research value per dollar of USDA support, achieve econo-
mies of scale, leverage additional funds or have the potential to do so, focus expertise and ac-
tivity on a high-priority research initiative(s), or promote coalition building for current or future 
ventures? 

5 points. 

(f) Overall quality of proposal .......................................................................................................................................... 5 points 
This criterion relates to the degree to which the proposal complies with the application guidelines and is of 

high quality. Is the proposal enhanced by its adherence to instructions (table of contents, organization, 
pagination, margin and font size, the 20-page limitation, appendices, etc.); accuracy of forms; clarity of 
budget narrative; well prepared vitae for all key personnel associated with the project; and presentation 
(are ideas effectively presented, clearly articulated, thoroughly explained, etc.)? 

Subpart G—Submission of a 
Teaching or Research Proposal 

§ 3406.21 Intent to submit a proposal. 

To assist NIFA in preparing for the 
review of proposals, institutions plan-
ning to submit proposals may be re-
quested to complete Form NIFA–711, 
‘‘Intent to Submit a Proposal,’’ pro-
vided in the application package. NIFA 
will determine each year if Intent to 
Submit a Proposal forms will be re-
quested and provide such information 
in the program announcement. If In-
tent to Submit a Proposal forms are re-
quired, one form should be completed 
and returned for each proposal an insti-
tution anticipates submitting. Submit-
ting this form does not commit an in-
stitution to any course of action, nor 
does failure to send this form prohibit 
an institution from submitting a pro-
posal. 

§ 3406.22 When and where to submit a 
proposal. 

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

Subpart H—Supplementary 
Information 

§ 3406.23 Access to peer review infor-
mation. 

After final decisions have been an-
nounced, NIFA will, upon request, in-
form the principal investigator/project 
director of the reasons for its decision 
on a proposal. Verbatim copies of sum-
mary reviews, not including the iden-
tity of the peer reviewers, will be made 
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available to the respective principal in-
vestigator/project directors upon spe-
cific request. 

§ 3406.24 Grant awards. 

(a) General. Within the limit of funds 
available for such purpose, the author-
ized departmental officer shall make 
project grants to those responsible, eli-
gible applicants whose proposals are 
judged most meritorious in the an-
nounced targeted need areas under the 
evaluation criteria and procedures set 
forth in this part. The beginning of the 
project period shall be no later than 
September 30 of the Federal fiscal year 
in which the project is approved for 
support. All funds granted under this 
part shall be expended solely for the 
purpose for which the funds are grant-
ed in accordance with the approved ap-
plication and budget, the regulations of 
this part, the terms and conditions of 
the award, the applicable Federal cost 
principles, and the Department’s Uni-
form Administrative Requirements for 
Grants and Agreements with Institu-
tions of Higher Education, Hospitals, 
and Other Non-Profit Organizations (7 
CFR part 3019). 

(b) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to a proposing institution 
shall be submitted on a one-time basis 
prior to the award of a project grant 
identified under this part if such infor-
mation has not been provided pre-
viously under this or another program 
for which the sponsoring agency is re-
sponsible. Copies of forms used to ful-
fill this requirement will be sent to the 
proposing institution by the sponsoring 
agency as part of the pre-award proc-
ess. 

(c) Notice of grant award. The grant 
award document shall include at a min-
imum the following: 

(1) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization. 

(2) Title of project. 
(3) Name(s) and address(es) of prin-

cipal investigator(s)/project director(s). 
(4) Identifying grant number assigned 

by the Department. 
(5) Project period, which specifies 

how long the Department intends to 
support the effort without requiring re-
application for funds. 

(6) Total amount of Federal financial 
assistance approved during the project 
period. 

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

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

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

(d) Obligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any project 
grant shall legally commit or obligate 
NIFA or the United States to provide 
further support of a project or any por-
tion thereof. 

§ 3406.25 Use of funds; changes. 

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

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The 
permissible changes by the grantee, 
principal investigator(s)/project direc-
tor(s), or other key project personnel 
in the approved project grant shall be 
limited to changes in methodology, 
techniques, or other aspects of the 
project to expedite achievement of the 
project’s approved goals. If the grantee 
or the principal investigator(s)/project 
director(s) are uncertain as to whether 
a change complies with this provision, 
the question must be referred to the 
Department for a final determination. 

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

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