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Checklist All proposals submitted under the Food Assistance and Nutrition Research Program
(FANRP) must contain the applicable elements described in this brochure. The following
checklist has been prepared to assist in ensuring that the proposal is complete and in the
proper order prior to mailing:

U Appllcatlon for Funding Cover Page

Isall required information accurate and complete?

® Hasthe Principal Investigator and the authorized organizational
representative signed the Cover Page?

® |sthis adevelopmental award application?

® Does one copy contain pen-and-ink signatures?

® Have you included atelephone number, fax number, an mail address where a message
may be left for you?

L] Table of Contents
®  Are page numbers included for

U Project Summary

d co-i ators appear on the page,

other k& project personnel (including subcontractors—see instructions)?
Aree vitae current and pertinent?
Are flile publications lists complete and limited to the last 5 years?

L] B8liget (Torm ARS-455)
Are budget items complete?
Is the summary budget included?
® |Isthefunding level total in line N within the stated limit of $400,000 for the
3-year duration of the project proposal?
® |sthe budget duration within the stated limit of 3 years?
L] Indirect Cost Rate Schedule

®  For reimbursement of indirect costs, is a copy included of the applicant’s
indirect cost rate schedule that reports the applicant’s federally negotiated audited rate?

L] General
® Does the proposal conform to all format and page limitations and deadline
requirements?
® Aretherean original and 12 copies?
® Areall copies complete?
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Overview

Applications are invited for competitive grant and cooperative agreement awards from the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) for fiscal 2002. This document provides
background on the research areas of interest to the Food Assistance and Nutrition Research
Program (FANRP), application procedures, deadlines for submission, and guidance for the
application process.

USDA's Economic Research Service (ERS) anticipates awarding approximately $2 million
in fiscal 2002 for competitive grants and cooperative agreements. ERS will accept proposals
under this program for funding levels, inclusive of indiredli cost when applicable, between
$100,000 and $400,000 (for the duration of the grant and/@ the cooperative agreement, not
to exceed 3 years). ERS will also consider supporting ree research projectsin the
range of $100,000 to $150,000 for the developent of expert®e by newly-graduated
researchers or by senior researchers who ar foodgssistance and nutrition issues.

al

Applications intended for consideration of a award gust state that intention
in the cover page. Parties interested in s should copélilt the FANRP website at
http://www.ers.usda.gov/briefing/fg jonassistan

tr ce/fu
Authority
The authority for this pr i ed in the iculture, Rural Development, Food and

Drug Administration, Rebated Agencies Appro ct, Fiscal 2002 (PL. 107-76).
Under this program, st ili ; the Secretary may award competi-
f research projects to further USDA
, Child Nutrition Programs (School
ervice, and Child and Adult Care Food
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Chil-
by any State agricultural experiment station, col-
jon or organization, Federal agencies, private organi-

ofit Organizations, 7 CFR 3019; (c) the USDA Uniform Federal Assis-
lations, 7 CFR Part 3015; (d) the USDA Uniform Administrative Requirements
and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments, 7 CFR Part 3016;
and(€) Cooperative Research Agreement 7 USC 3318b.
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Priority ERS is accepting proposals for support of high-priority research of importance to USDA's
h food assistance and nutrition programs in five research areas. Proposals should focus on
Researc research and evaluation studies that have direct implications for USDA’s food and nutrition
Areas assistance programs. Anticipated funding in fiscal 2002 for competitive grants and coopera-
tive agreements will be approximately $2 million.

The five Priority Research Areas listed below highlight the research priorities for which ERS
has determined that competitive grants or cooperative agreements are appropriate. ERS is
especialy interested in proposals that make use of existing data, such as the Current Popula-
tion Survey (CPS), the Survey of Program Dynamics (SP)), the Survey of Income and Pro-
gram Participation (SIPP), the Continuing Survey o ake by Individuals (CSFII), the
Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID), the diture Survey (CES), the

al Health and Nutrition Educa-
tion Survey (NHANES), or the Early Childho igadi -Birth Cohort (ECLS-
B), or the Early Childhood Longitudin CLSK). Of particu-
lar interest are those proposals that use.e»

innovation linkages between datafgets, sO i j ve data sets from
various USDA programs or linksgbetweeniadmini i ata. The suggested

utritionassistance/fanrp. In addition, the site contains
available for food and nutrition assistance research

ign anWOperations

cess, Targeting, and Eligibility Factors
gram Interactions

elivery, Costs, and Effectiveness

ssistance as a Safety Net
BFood Security, Food Spending, and Food Assistance Participation
B. Coping with Constrained Resources

[11. Obesity
A. Development of Eating Patterns and Obesity
B. Short-term and Long-term Costs of Overweight and Obesity
C. Understanding the Role of Food Assistance Programs in Preventing Obesity

IV. Eating Patterns, Diet Quality, and Health Outcomes
A. Eating Patterns and Diet Quality
B. Food Assistance Program Participation, Diet Quality, and Health Outcomes
C. Understanding the Diets of Teenage Girls
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V. Behavioral Nutrition
A. The Economics of Nutrition Behavior
B. Evauation Design and Methodology for Large-scale Nutrition Education Programs
C. Market Segmentation, Message Development, and Outreach

I. Program Design and Operations

A. Program Access, Targeting, and Eligibility Factors

The amount of food stamp benefits received by a participating household is determined by a
complicated formula that takes into account the household’s countable income and allowable
deductions for expenses. Many of the deductions (e.g., chilld care, excess medical, excess
shelter) were introduced legidlatively to better target Food¥tamp Program (FSP) benefits.
However, these deductions do not seem to be taken by who are eligible to use them.
Studies to explore the extent of this problem, including the redsons why available deductions
are not used and how the benefit formula might impligied, would be helpful. Research is
also needed to determine which aspects of the erminatigp process are the most

cumbersome for local food stamp wor the distributional
and FSP participation consequenc

tial changesto
It has been suggested that increaSed elihg of WIC -risk participants
may increase program effectivenes : WIC State ies may classify selected
participants as “high ri mare extensive and more indi-
WIC participants. FA terested in research that exam-
ingreased tar C services through this or other

vidualized servicest
ines the costs and ben
mechanisms.
ign of FSP bghefits to grants in the United States would be bet-
ings about food assistance usage and general conditions
with citizen children. For example, 16 States have
s for individuals made ineligible for the Federal FSP

and andly’Ze a time-series database on recipients and expendituresin
s for different categories of non-citizens would be helpful.

ect to the food stamp Employment and Training (E&T) program and
ents have been frequent even though it is not well-documented that a siz-
long-term FSP clients exists who do not have earnings and/or job skills.

Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP), Panel Survey of Income Dynamics
(PSID), National Longitudinal Survey of Youth (NLSY)) to identify the prevalence and char-
acteristics of long-term FSP clients subject to work requirements and/or eligible for food
stamp E& T activities. Some State and local FSP administrators complain that FSP work
reguirements are cumbersome to implement and that E& T funding restrictions limit the abil-
ity of program staff to assist all households in the transition from welfare to work. Research
on the pervasiveness and strength of these potential problems is encouraged.
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B. Multiple Program I nteractions

As U.S. economic activity has slowed in recent months, time limits have become a factor for
increasing numbers of long-term Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) clients,
while the prospects of replacing cash benefits with earnings have become less likely. Some
TANF clients who made the transition from welfare to work have recently lost jobs and
earnings. Research is needed to determine how this conjunction of time limits and recession
has affected food stamp participation and the wellbeing of families who formerly relied on
TANF. It would be of interest to know how usage of other Federal food assistance programs
(e.g, school meals, WIC, Child and Adult Care Food Program) and the emergency food

assi stance system responds to the needs of families with rgcently unemployed members or
families who have lost cash benefits due to time limits.

In the 1990s, a rapid increase in the percentage of Medica eficiaries receiving health-

plicated the identification of WIC-eligib |s and the ion of WIC nutrition
education with health care. R ded to quantify e dissociation of
WIC and Medicaid services on g pation fecti " FANRP is also
interested in understanding the ba gibetter integré&lion @R WIC Services as well as the

Although FSP caselo
cent of the FSP caselo

recession of th ly 1990 most 3.2
Ul. Resear
the FSP s, generosity g
[ eceipt. Are there legidative changes or administra-

| and FSP offices) suggested by research that could

come (Ul) payments. Even during the
cases (in 1993) reported receiving

ith miC cycles, on average only 2 per-
gghich this reflects digibility factors (e.g.,

opulation, the provision of food alone may not be sufficient to

n of a nutritious diet. FANRP would like to encourage research (preferably
to gtratify the elderly on the basis of their barriers to a nutritious diet, to
ive sizes of these strata, and to suggest the combinations of services that may
glf ective in overcoming these barriers for different groups. In addition, research is

nutritio and related services as a means of allowing vulnerable elderly to continue to live
independently, thereby delaying or avoiding the need for costly institutional care.

During the casel oad declines of the late 1990s, FSP administrative costs increased on a per
case basis. Research is heeded to determine the extent to which thisis a general cyclica pat-
tern and/or aresult of changes taking place in welfare offices in response to welfare reform.
Studies of the relationships among administrative costs, error rates, and other indicators of
program performance are also of interest.

Recent regulatory changes have offered a number of options for reducing the burden of FSP
application and participation (e.g., expanded categorical eligibility, universal quarterly report-
ing, 6-month reporting for those with earnings, and transitional food stamps for welfare
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leavers.) Additional FSP administrative changes have been debated in conjunction with legis-
lation to reauthorize the FSP program. Research is needed to determine if these recent regula-
tory and legidlative changes are having their intended effects. Such research includes studies
that examine how options and new policies are being implemented as well as studies that
broadly examine the social costs and benefits of alternative administrative practices.

Also of interest are: estimation of the time and money costs to participants of complying
with program procedures and rules; the impact of this burden on FSP participation and other
work support programs; the administrative costs of specific practices (e.g., application pro-
cessing, benefit determination, recertification, change reporting, case management); the bur-
den on administrators and benefit savings attributed to quélity control procedures; other
potential benefits to taxpayers and the general public assoiated with administrative prac-
tices. Case studies may be useful to reveal potential ings of new poalicies and to

suggest how States can learn from successful igplementatior¥of new options and policiesin
other areas. %
II. Food Assistance as a Saf

od Assistal Cipafton
ood Securit lem SS) to the Current

alence and severityef food insecurity in the Unit-
rated Ifto other national surveys
Participants (NSWP)).

and consequences of food insecuri-

i ) ayole of food and nutrition assistance pro-
urity are of inteest, ag'is research that examines the demo-

BN why some participating households find

v .

i€ of those data is encouraged to study methodological improvements in measuring
food expenditures, food spending patterns by store type, and distribution of expenditures
between at-home and away-from-home food purchases. Also of interest is research examin-
ing the relationships among these measures, FSP participation, and FSP benefit levels. Stud-
ies of food security and food spending drawing on labor force information from the core
CPS are also encouraged.

Incorporating measures of the frequency and duration of food insecurity and hunger in the
assessment of food security may be important for understanding food insecurity and hunger
and their causes and consequences. Development of multidimensional measures of food
security incorporating both severity and duration, and research that relates those measures to
causes and conseguences of food insecurity and hunger are of interest.
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B. Coping With Constrained Resources

When facing constrained resources, households make choices and undertake strategies as
they try to meet their household's basic needs, including food intake. These strategies
include adjustments to diet quality and quantity, trading off food expenditures against expen-
ditures for other (nonfood) necessities, drawing on support from friends and family, drawing
on community emergency food assistance resources, and participating in State and Federal
cash welfare and food and nutrition assistance programs. Data on many of these behavioral
responses to constrained resources for food are now available in the CPS-FSS which can be
matched with the monthly core CPS labor files and the March Annual Demographic Supple-
ment. Longitudinal data from the core SIPP panel surveys(including the Well-Being Sup-
plement data) and the SPD also offer potential for studying these issues. In general, research
is needed to integrate this information into a compr ive picture of how households of

hunger.

For households that report more severe
where adults and/or children skip
would be welcomed to documen
the psychological and socioecond
adequate coping strategi

III. Obesity

iated with the development of eating patterns and
erm perspective. Such perspective may be obtained
gi@sfrom multiyear studies—such as MR. FIT, the Framingham
Health Study, the ECLS-K, or the National Heart, Lung, and Blood Insti-
th Study—or by combining multiple years of cross-sectional data to
FANRP encourages research to identify factors associated with the
esity using existing data sets that employ such along-term perspective.

and Long-term Costs of Overweight and Obesity

ence of overweight and obesity continues to rise in the United States, yet little

ghas been conducted to quantify the health and economic consequences associated
with this alarming trend. This makes it difficult to value the benefits of interventions that
aim to prevent or reduce the incidence of obesity. FANRP is interested in research that esti-
mates the short- and long-term public and private social, economic, and health costs of over-
weight and obesity among children, adolescents, and/or adults in the United States, especial-
ly within low-income populations.
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C. Understanding the Role of Food Assistance Programs in Preventing Obesity

Given the large role in many Americans' diets of USDA food assistance programs such as
WIC, the Food Stamp Program, the Child and Adult Care Food Program, Summer Food Ser-
vice Program, and the National School Lunch Program (which can also provide after-school
snacks), FANRP is interested in better understanding how these programs could help prevent
development of obesity. It would also be useful to better understand the extent to which any
program effects could be attributed to specific program aspects, such as direct improvement
of diet, provision of nutrition education, and/or promotion of behaviors associated with obe-
sity prevention (e.g., physical activity). Research is encouraged that makes use of existing
datasets that include information on children’s weight status and activity levels, such as the
ECLSK and NHANES V.

IV. Eating Patterns, Diet Quality, and Health Outcomes

A. Eating Patterns and Diet Quality
Diet quality depends on an individual’s overal

choices gf specific foods. Some of

overal diet quality.
mic and demographic
aso play arole, e.g., being a
ch is needed to identify eating
d link these to socioeconomic and

groups. Lifestyle and
single, employed par
pattern typologies that

odeling approac ermine optimal strategies for diet improvement,
preferences rce constraints. Research using existing data on indi-

ti atterns, information, preferences and constraints—
—is encouraged.

ce Program Participation, Diet Quality, and Health Outcomes

-acCegted that diets high in fruits and vegetables reduce the risk of certain
less iSknown about the effects of the overall diet quality and/or of food
participation on health, longevity, and quality of life. Research is encour-
ese relationships, preferably using datasets that are nationally representa-
tative of important target groups for USDA food and nutrition assistance pro-
50 Of interest is research that explores the value of the Healthy Eating Index (HEI),
mmary measures of overall diet quality, as predictors of health outcomes.

C. Understanding the Diets of Teenage Girls

Teenage girls tend to have high rates of eating disorders, are more likely to skip meals, are
less likely to participate in the NLSP, and tend to have low levels of calcium and iron intake.
But the teenage years are an important time from the perspective of nutrition. FANRP
encourages research using innovative methodologies to shed light on the barriers teenage
girls face in improving the quality of their diets, and potential approaches for effectively
overcoming those barriers. Use of innovative methodology to collect qualitative and/or quan-
titative data from this audience is encouraged, such as through the Web-based surveys or
focus groups.
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V. Behavioral Nutrition

A. The Economics of Nutrition Behavior

Anindividua’s level of nutrition information has the potential to influence his or her diet
quality. But acquisition and use of nutrition information may be influenced by individual
characteristics, such as general education, which may also influence diet quality. FANRP is
interested in understanding the public and private returns to nutrition information provided
through the USDA food assistance programs and how these may be influenced by individual
characteristics such as education, income, and time constraints. Investigation of the effects
of pricing and other incentive strategies on nutrition behavior is encouraged. Research is
also needed on the intertemporal costs and benefits of fooll choices and how different
sociodemographic groups discount the long-term bepgfi healthier diets.

B. Evaluation Design and Methodology f
Programs

FANRP isinterested in developing appr.

education, with special emphasis@n [ s of self-report bias. Exam-
ples might include linki ner dA& 10 a commyity interveltion, using point-of-sale
data from school caf using Geographic | w figp System methods. Other innov-
ative strategies for col such as WghslgasedifOcus groups and surveys, or other
online data collecti ‘

ge Development, and Outreach

egies for changing dietary behavior, it isimportant to
's knowledge, attitudes, constraints, and motivations
y and increased physical activity. FANRP isinterested in
aracterize market segments for nutrition education and
n the basI'S'Of psychosocial and sociodemographic characteristics.
ed to develop and/or evaluate nutrition education messages and strate-
the s of the identified market segments.
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E|igibi|ity The Food Assistance and Nutrition Research Program (FANRP) may award competitive
Re qu irements grants or cooperative agreements under this announcement. Applicants need not specify

I thetype of award in their proposal. FANRP reservestheright to deter mine the type of
Award Types, award. The type of award made for a selected proposal will be governed by the nature and

and Indirect degree of involvement desired by FANRP in the project and the type of institution request-
and Other ing funding (see “Authority,” page 1). In accordance with Federal statutes, the amount of

indirect cost ERS will pay is governed by the type of award and the type of institution
Costs receiving the award.

Proposals may be submitted by any State agricultural expéahiment station, college, university,
other research institution or organization, Federal, St unty agencies, private organi-
zation, corporation, or individual. Proposals supmitted by nofPUnited States organizations

will not be considered.

The research proposed must be specifi j r the five
described previoudy. Proposals may incl requests for conf
members of the interested researci’Co ni¥pto identify

or advance an area of research re@ognized@s an integral ch effort.

Types of Awards

e Competitive Graritg: petitive grants will be orted when the research topic does
not require substantialyinvgitement b aff and the recipient during the per-

ents: cooperative research agreements and assis-
In a cooperative research agreement, ERS staff and
laborators and contributors to support the research;
~ e agreement the extramural researchers are responsible
he greatefpart of the work on the project. Cooperative research agree-
oth parties to contribute to the funding of the project; assistance-type

ority Research Areas

Indirfect and Other Costs

dictate the amount of indirect costs that ERS pays by type of award and insti-
ooperative research agreements, ERS pays: no indirect costs to State cooperative

s (i.e., land-grant universities and their constituent schools and departments); the
negotiated indirect cost rate not to exceed 10 percent of total direct costs to nonprofit institu-
tions other than State cooperative institutions; and the negotiated indirect cost rate not to
exceed the audited rate of any federally recognized audit agency to other institutions. In com-
petitive grants and assistance-type cooperative agreements, ERS pays the negotiated indirect
cost rate not to exceed the audited rate of any federally recognized audit agency to State
cooperative ingtitutions and institutions other than State cooperative institutions and nonprofit
institutions; and the negotiated indirect cost rate (no statutory limitation) to nonprofit institu-
tions other than State cooperative institutions. For reimbursement of indirect costs, the appli-
cant must include a copy of itsindirect cost rate schedule with the application.

ERS does not pay tuition remission/reimbursement under any type of agreement.
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Peer
Review of
Applications

All proposals received will be acknowledged. If you do not receive an acknowledgment
within 30 days of the submission deadline, please contact the FANRP office at (202) 694-
5270 or e-mail: FANRP@ers.usda.gov. Prior to technical examination, a preliminary review
will be made for responsiveness to the five Priority Research Areas (for example, relation-
ship of the proposal to one of the five research areas and proposed requirements).

Proposals that do not fall within the guidelines as stated in this document will be eliminated
from program competition, and the applicant will be notified in writing.

Peer review panels will be convened to review proposals ifi each research area. All appli-
cants will be notified in writing by October 31, 2002, hether their proposal has been
accepted for an award by FANRP.

Peer review panel members will be selected
vant research or technical fields, taking

eir training and experienceinrele-
followingffactors:
err

ant experience
of the individua as well as tl i i ed in relevant

e The need to include arious areas of specialization within
relevant social sci

e The need to include ORa a variety of organizational types (for
example, u sities, | , and geographic locations); and
e The ncl i i als with relevant program knowledge and
evaluation pe 2xtreme care will be taken to prevent any actual or
icts of intgy ave an impact on review or evaluation. Names of

als, as well as proposal content and peer evaluations, will

confi k

<2

10
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Evaluation
Factors and
Criteria

The proposal evaluation process includes both internal staff review and evaluation by peer
review panels with members drawn from universities, industry, private consultants, and gov-
ernment officials. Peer review panels will be selected and structured to provide expertise and
objective judgment in the evaluation of the proposals.

The peer review panel will use the following criteria and weights to evaluate proposals (100
points total):
Research Merit of the Proposal (weight: 35 points)

This criterion is used to assess the conceptua adequacy offthe hypothesis or research ques-
tion, the clarity and delineation of objectives, the adequ the description of the under-

taking, and how the anticipated results will advgnce policy kriowledge and the devel opment
and implementation of programs. Backgrou w should be brief for proposals that
a

address one of the topics described on pages 2%§; extensivgyjustification is needed for
a proposal with a nonlisted topic.

Overall Approach (weight: 30 pg

This criterion relates to the prob.
attainment of objectives; analytic

This criterion r
and is co
ensure ti

le or attainable support personnel, facilities, and
the workplan requires collaboration, evidence of the

sonn eight: 15 points)

the adequacy of the number and qualifications of the key persons
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How To Obtain FANRP is using the Internet for primary distribution of information and application materi-
alsfor its Competitive Grants and Cooperative Agreements Program. Please note that this

Appllc_atlon document, with a downloadable budget form, is available on the FANRP website at
Materials http://www.ers.usda.gov/briefing/foodnutritionassistance/funding. Photocopies of materials
and the budget form (ARS-455) are acceptable. Paper copies may also be requested from:
Tina Terry-Eley
FANRP/ERS

1800 M Street, NW, Room N2129
Washington, DC 20036-5831
Telephone: (202) 694-5270

Fax: (202) 694-5677

E-mail: FANRP@ers.usda.gov

X
OO
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Application Overview

Process These guidelines are provided to assist you in preparing a proposal to the Competitive
Grants and Cooperative Agreements Program of the Food Assistance and Nutrition Research
Program. Please read these guidelines carefully before preparing your submission.

A checklist is provided at the beginning of this document to help you provide the necessary
information for completing a proposal. A budget form ARS-455 is required for the proposal,
and it may be obtained using the Internet or by requestingga paper copy; contact information
is provided on page 12.

Submission Requirements

The purpose of a grant or cooperative agr
bers of the food assistance and nutrition r
that the proposed project is important,
the criteria listed on page 11. Theref@ge, th@proposal must he response to one
of the five Priority Research Areg8 (page@ e applicati@h sho f-contained,
should clearly present the merits\@f the pr osed prOJ e written with care
and thoroughness. It is important tRgkalifessenti i
be included. Omissionsgdften result in processing d may jeopardize funding oppor-
tunities.

In preparing th roposal Icants are : that the name of the Principal
Investigator aRd licable, the nane @/submitting institution are included on the
Applicati un Cover and at theop of each page. This will permit easy

the event that th€ appligation becomes disassembled during the review

oposalis to persuade FANRP and mem-
nity who grovide advice to FANRP

ust Contain pen-and-ink signatures as outlined below. In completing this
the following information:

oposal. The title of the proposal must be brief (80-character maximum), yet
ent the major thrust of the project. Because thistitle will be used to provide infor-
gaifon to those who may not be familiar with the proposed project, highly technical
words or phraseology should be avoided where possible. In addition, phrases such as
“investigation of” or “research on” should not be used.

e Satement of Whether This Is a Developmental Award Application.
e Program to Which You Are Applying. “FANRP’

e Priority Research Area. Choose the Priority Research Areathat is most appropriate to
the research being proposed (i.e., Program Design and Operations; Food Assistance as a
Safety Net; Obesity; Eating Patterns, Diet Quality, and Health Outcomes; Behavioral
Nutrition). It isimportant that only one research area be selected. When the appropriate-
ness of the chosen research area may be in question, the final program area assignment
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will be made by the FANRP staff. The Principal Investigator will be informed of any
changes in assigned research area.

* Principal Investigator/Project Director. List the name of the proposing Principal Investi-
gator; there can be only one Principal Investigator or Project Director, who must sign the
Application for Funding Cover Page. If the proposal has one or more co-investigator(s),
all must be listed (signatures of co-investigators are not required) on the Application for
Funding Cover Page. Co-investigators should be limited to those required for major
research collaboration; minor collaborators or consultants are more appropriately desig-
nated as collaborators (see page 16). Only the Principal Investigator listed will receive
direct correspondence from FANRP.

o Typeof Ingtitution. Identify the institution type
be to only one institution or individual); no other design
Serving Institution, Land-Grant 1994 (Trib:
University 1862, Land-Grant University
or College (Non-Land Grant), Priv. j
vice, State Agricultural Experiment
Research Laboratory, State o
Owned Business, Small Bus
Other (specify). Contact you
regarding the properg@entification of type of i

incipal Investigator (awards can

pon is accepted: Hispanic-
olleges and Universities), Land-Grant

0@ Tugkegee University, Public University

' College gLooperative Extension Ser-

numbers and the e-mail addresses
estigators. In addition, please

»  Telephone Numb:
(if available) of the

pplication fOr Funding Cover Page. All proposals must
incighal |nvestigator and, for those proposal's being submit-
ations, endorsed by the authorized organizational rep-
y authority to commit the applicant’s time and
incipal Investigator, who signed the Application for
isted on the grant or cooperative agreement award docu-

Cov e, Wikins
ent in th t that an award is made. Proposals that do not contain the signature of
the authpffz anizational representative cannot be considered for support.
D

ding

Table gf Conteénts

ts, itself unpaginated, should be placed immediately after the Application
diig Cover Page. This table should direct the reader to the pages for all sections of
@5al, beginning with the Project Description on page 1.

Project Summary

The proposal must contain a Project Summary, and must be assembled as the third page of
the proposal (immediately after the Table of Contents) and should not be numbered. The
names and ingtitutions of the Principal Investigator and all co-investigators should be listed
on the summary page (if space is insufficient, please use a separate sheet immediately fol-
lowing the Project Summary in the proposal). The Project Summary is limited to 250 words.
The summary is not intended for the general reader; consequently, it may contain technical
language comprehensible by persons in disciplines relating to the food and agricultural sci-
ences. The project summary should be a self-contained, specific description of the activity to
be undertaken and should focus on:
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*  Overdl project goal(s) and supporting objectives; and
* Plansto accomplish project goal(s).

The importance of a concise, informative project summary cannot be overemphasized.

Project Description

The written text may not exceed 15 pages (whether single- or double-spaced) of written text
and may not exceed atotal of 20 pages including figures and tables. The proposal should be
assembled so that the Project Description immediately follows the Project Summary. To
clarify page limitation requirements, page numbering for the Project Description should start
with 1, and should be placed on the bottom of the page. Tlie 15-page limitation does not
include figures, tables, or attachments such as the survey ifistrument (if relevant). All pro-
posals are to be submitted on standard 82" x 11" paper. dition, margins must be at
least 1 inch, type size must be 12 point (equivalent to this siz&for some printersis 10 pitch
or 10 characters per inch, which is also acc ould be no more than six (6)
lines per inch, and there should be no page r e proj eclgdescription must contain
the following components:

g objectives or
most significant pub-
ork of key project personnel

purposes are ringel under Priority Research Areas on page 2. Any
or contributions t e proposed project offers should also be discussed in

. . TRE eses or questions being asked and the methodol ogy being
[ d Profect should be stated explicitly. Specifically, this section must
6 include:

iption'®f the research proposed in the sequence in which it isto be

to be used in carrying out the proposed project, including the feasibility
hniques;

planation of data collection methods, including interviewer training, sample

ign and selection, and measures for obtaining adequate response rates (for
proposed projects that plan to collect survey data);

* Results expected;
* Means by which datawill be analyzed or interpreted;

* Discussion of relevant variables and of model specification issues (for proposed
projects that plan to use multivariate analysis);

* Possible application of results;

* Pitfalsthat may be encountered;

e Limitations to proposed procedures; and

* A tentative schedule or workplan for conducting major steps of study.

@ USDA/ERS FANRP Competitive Grants & Cooperative Agreements Program, Fiscal Year 2002 15



In describing the research plan, the applicant must explain fully any materials, procedures,
situations, or activities that may be hazardous to personnel (whether or not they are directly
related to a particular phase of the proposed project), along with an outline of precautions to
be taken to avoid or mitigate the effects of such hazards.

Note: The sections detailed below are not included in the page limitations for the Project
Description section.

Citations to Project Description

All references cited should be complete, including titles and all co-authors, and should con-
form to an accepted journal format.

Collaborative Arrangements

If the nature of the proposed project requires ¢ aboratl on or subcontractual arrangements
with other reﬁearch scientists, corporatlons agencies, or entities, the applicant

e nature of the collabo-
ration. Evidence (that is, letters of inten [ peer reviewers that

When a project requests funds fo instituti instittion must be designated.
Only one proposal may b : ' the lead institution. Other
institutions may be deg with Application for Funding
Cover Pages from m and will be returned without
review. ldentical propo et igators from different institutions are
aso not permlt\w
Vitae al SLi
eviewers |n competence and experience of the proposed project
, ) ed in the proposed project must be identified clearly.

aclYco-investigator listed on the Application for Funding
aind other senior personnel who expect to work on the pro-

tae (CV). The curriculum vitae should be limited to a presentation of aca-
ch credentials, such as educational, employment, and professional his-
, and awards. The vitae shall be no more than two pages each in length,

ing publications listings; and

tblications List(s). A chronological list of al publications in refereed journals during
the past 5 years, including those in press, must be provided for each professional project
member for whom a curriculum vitae is provided. Also list only those non-refereed tech-
nical publications relevant to the proposed project. All authors should be listed in the
same order as they appear on each paper cited, along with the title and compl ete refer-
ences as these usually appear in journals.

Budget (Form ARS-455)

A summary budget is required detailing requested support for the overall project period,
which is not to exceed 3 years. Funding levels accepted are between $100,000 and
$400,000, inclusive of indirect cost where applicable, for the duration of the project (not to
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exceed 3 years). ERS will also consider supporting up to three research projects in the range
of $100,000 to $150,000 for the development of expertise by newly graduated researchers or
by senior researchers who are new to food assistance and nutrition issues.

Funds may be requested under any of the budget categories listed, provided that the item or
service requested is identified as necessary for successful conduct of the proposed project,
allowable under applicable Federal cost principles, and not prohibited under any applicable
Federal statute or regulation.

Budget items include:

* Salaries and wages

* Nonexpendable equipment

* Materials and supplies

* Domestic travel

* Publication costs/page charges

* Computer costs

* Other direct costs

* Indirect costs

* Cost sharing (ignore this cat e requested for c ive agreements)
Salaries of faculty membegs and o sonnel who will be W@yking on the project may be
requested in proportiongo thg effort they will devo roject.

See page 12 to obtain a y Or an clpy.

Indirect C &Sc?dule

For rei t of Yndirect ¢ the applicant must include with the application a copy
of its{idi ost rate schedule orts the applicant’s federally negotiated audited rate.

Pending
paf orfhation in this sagtion offfhe proposal provides reviewers with an opportunity to
contrigdution th&¥e@posed work will make to the investigators' overall research
rogram. &"
h ust li y other current public or private research support (including in-
the Principal Investigator or co-investigators listed on the Application for
e, whether or not salary support for the person(s) involved is included in
RP must be informed of changes in pending grant support that arise after
has been submitted. Nonflexible funds—including Principa Investigator and
aff salaries, office space, and other indirect costs—may be excluded when these
received through a noncompetitive process. Analogous information must be pro-
vided for any pending proposals, including this proposal, that are now being considered by,
or that will be submitted in the near future to, other possible sponsors, including other
USDA programs or agencies. Note that this proposal must be listed as Pending. In addition
to completing the information, Investigators also should include a brief statement of research
objectives or project summaries for all projects listed in Current and Pending Support. Con-
current submission of identical or similar proposals to other possible sponsors will not preju-
dice proposal review or evaluation by the Program Manager or experts engaged by the Pro-
gram Manager for this purpose. However, a proposal that duplicates or overlaps substantialy

with a proposal already reviewed and funded (or that will be funded) by FANRP will not be
funded under this program.

@ USDA/ERS FANRP Competitive Grants & Cooperative Agreements Program, Fiscal Year 2002 17



Please include the following information under the heading “Current and Pending Support.”

» Record information for active and pending projects in separate sections by name, sup-
porting agency, total funding amount, effective and expiration dates, percentage of time
committed, and title of project.

o All current research to which the Principal Investigator, co-investigators, and other
senior personnel have committed a portion of their time must be listed, whether or not
saary for the person involved isincluded in the budgets of the various projects.

Additions to Project Description

Each project description is expected to be complete witholit the need to refer to additional
materials. However, additions to the Project Descrip endices) are allowed if they are
directly germane to the proposed research. Th [ eprints (papers that have

been published in peer-reviewed journals) or preRk uscripts in press for a peer-
reviewed journal must be accompanied by let the publishing journal).
Manuscripts sent in support of the propo d printed on both
sides of the page. Each manuscrip submitting orga-
nization, the name of the Principd osal, and be securely
attached to each copy of the prop collate applicant proposals

or proposal addenda.

mvent page limitations prescribed
t be used during the review process.

Information may not
for the project descriptio

What/Wh

ion are required. Due to the volume of proposals
dentifying proposals submitted in several packages,
iled in asingle package. In addition, please ensure

Address for Submitting Proposals:
Economic Research Service, USDA
FANRP Business Office
1800 M Street, NW, Room N2129
Washington, DC 20036-5831
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Proposal
Disposition

FANRP will select those proposals that will be offered an award based upon peer review,
research priorities, and the availability of funding.

FANRP reserves the right to negotiate with the Principal Investigator or project director
and/or with the submitting organization or institution regarding project revisions (for exam-
ple, reductions in the scope of work), funding level, or period or method of support prior to
recommending any project for funding.

A proposal may be withdrawn by the Principal Investigat@r at any time before afinal fund-
ing decision is made regarding the proposal; however, witlidrawn proposals normally will

not be returned. One copy of each proposal that isn ed for funding (including those
that are withdrawn) will be retained by FANRP for a perio one (1) year. The remaining

copies will be destroyed. V
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Duration of
Awards

The total period for which a grant or cooperative agreement is awarded may not exceed
3 years.
Management Information

Once agrant or cooperative agreement has been reviewed and recommended for funding,
specific management and organizational information relating to the applicant shall be
reguested on a one-time basis prior to the award. Copies of forms needed in fulfilling the
requirements will be provided by the FANRP office.

Notice of Award

A competitive grant or cooperative agreement award document, containing the budget, terms
and conditions of the award, and other nec Wm, will be prepared and forward-

ed to each grantee or cooperator, along with aWNoti ompetitiyge Grant or Cooperative
Agreement Award, by the Administrati i ial Manag@sion, ARS, USDA.

Financial Obligations
For any competitive grant or coofge greement d e maximum financial obliga-
tion of ERS shall be the UAES authoriz r the . This amount will be stat-

d on the approved b ever, in the event an erroneous

d instrumeg roved budget, or any supporting doc-
al right tg rection and to make an appropriate
he award to alig the authorized amount.

rogram anrtouncement shall obligate ERS, the Depart-
avgfable action on any application received in response to
roject at a particular level. Further, neither the

d of any project grant or cooperative agreement
gfl States in any way to make any renewal, supplemental,
respect to any approved application or portion of an
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Post-Award Awardees will be required to ensure that all funds are expended in accordance
.- . with the terms and conditions of grant or cooperative agreement award, Depart-
Administration mental regulations, and the applicable Federal cost principlesin effect on the
date of the award. Responsihility for the use and expenditure of grant or cooper-
ative agreement funds may not be transferred or delegated in whole or in part to
another party (even if a grantee or cooperator enters into a contractual relation-
ship with that party), unless the grant or cooperative agreement itself is trans-
ferred in whole or in part to another party by ERS.

Authorization to make changes in approved project plans, Budget, period of sup-
port, etc., will be governed largely by theterms and ¢
tive grant award or cooperative agreement. Amgng other thin
conditions will set forth the kinds of post-
the awardee and the kinds of changes that are
isurged that al key project personnel
tives read them carefully.

, these terms and
ges that may be made by
the FANRP Office. It
organizatighal representa

Release of Information

ERS receives grant and cgpperativ

ed inf¢
ain information regarding procedures related

gfagreement information should be directed to

5601 Sunnysifie A
20705-5128 9l epho

Bldg. 1, Rm. 2248, Mail Stop 5128, Beltsville, MD
301) 504-1640.
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To file a complaint of discrimination,
SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 q






