
66021Federal Register / Vol. 60, No. 244 / Wednesday, December 20, 1995 / Proposed Rules

(e) Resubmission of a proposal. (1)
Resubmission of previously unfunded
proposals. (i) If a proposal has been
submitted previously, but was not
funded, such should be indicated in
block 13. on Form CSRS–712, ‘‘Higher
Education Proposal Cover Page,’’ and
the following information should be
included in the proposal:

(A) The fiscal year(s) in which the
proposal was submitted previously;

(B) A summary of the peer reviewers’
comments; and

(C) How these comments have been
addressed in the current proposal,
including the page numbers in the
current proposal where the reviewers’
comments have been addressed. (ii)
This information may be provided as a
section of the proposal following the
Project Summary and preceding the
proposal narrative or it may be placed
in the Appendix (see paragraph (j) of
this section). In either case, the location
of this information should be indicated
in the Table of Contents, and the fact
that the proposal is a resubmitted
proposal should be stated in the
proposal narrative. Further, when
possible, the information should be
presented in tabular format. Applicants
who choose to resubmit proposals that
were previously submitted, but not
funded, should note that resubmitted
proposals must compete equally with
newly submitted proposals. Submitting
a proposal that has been revised based
on a previous peer review panel’s
critique of the proposal does not
guarantee the success of the resubmitted
proposal.

(2) Resubmission of previously
funded proposals. Recognizing that
capacity building is a long-term ongoing
process, the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program is interested in
funding subsequent phases of
previously funded projects in order to
build institutional capacity, and
institutions are encouraged to build on
a theme over several grant awards.
However, proposals that are sequential
continuations or new stages of
previously funded Capacity Building
Grants must compete with first-time
proposals. Therefore, project directors
should thoroughly demonstrate how the
project proposed in the current
application expands substantially upon
a previously funded project (i.e.,
demonstrate how the new project will
advance the former project to the next
level of attainment or will achieve
expanded goals). The proposal must
also show the degree to which the new
phase promotes innovativeness and
creativity beyond the scope of the
previously funded project. Please note
that the 1890 Institution Capacity

Building Grants Program is not designed
to support activities that are essentially
repetitive in nature over multiple grant
awards. Project directors who have had
their projects funded previously are
discouraged from resubmitting
relatively identical proposals for further
funding.

(f) Narrative of a teaching proposal.
The narrative portion of the proposal is
limited to 20 pages in length. The one-
page Project Summary is not included
in the 20-page limitation. The narrative
must be typed on one side of the page
only, using a font no smaller than 12
point, and double-spaced. All margins
must be at least one inch. All pages
following the summary documentation
of USDA agency cooperation must be
paginated. It should be noted that
reviewers will not be required to read
beyond 20 pages of the narrative to
evaluate the proposal. The narrative
should contain the following sections:

(1) Potential for advancing the quality
of education.

(i) Impact.
(A) Identify the targeted need area(s).
(B) Clearly state the specific

instructional problem or opportunity to
be addressed.

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

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

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

(F) Discuss how the benefits to be
derived from the project will transcend
the proposing institution or the grant
period. Also discuss the probabilities of
its adaptation by other institutions. For
example, can the project serve as a
model for others?

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

(iii) Innovation. Describe the degree to
which the proposal reflects an
innovative or non-traditional approach

to solving a higher education problem or
strengthening the quality of higher
education in the food and agricultural
sciences.

(iv) Products and results. Explain the
kinds of results and products expected
and their impact on strengthening food
and agricultural sciences higher
education in the United States,
including attracting academically
outstanding students and increasing the
ethnic, racial, and gender diversity of
the Nation’s food and agricultural
scientific and professional expertise
base.

(2) Overall approach and cooperative
linkages.

(i) Proposed approach.
(A) Objectives. Cite and discuss the

specific objectives to be accomplished
under the project.

(B) Plan of operation.
(1) Describe procedures for

accomplishing the objectives of the
project.

(2) Describe plans for management of
the project to enhance its proper and
efficient administration.

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

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

(ii) Evaluation plans.
(A) Provide a plan for evaluating the

accomplishment of stated objectives
during the conduct of the project.
Indicate the criteria, and corresponding
weight of each, to be used in the
evaluation process, describe any data to
be collected and analyzed, and explain
the methodology that will be used to
determine the extent to which the needs
underlying the project are met.

(B) Provide a plan for evaluating the
effectiveness of the end results upon
conclusion of the project. Include the
same kinds of information requested in
paragraph (f)(2)(ii)(A) of this section.

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

(iv) Partnerships and collaborative
efforts.

(A) Explain how the project will
maximize partnership ventures and
collaborative efforts to strengthen food
and agricultural sciences higher
education (e.g., involvement of faculty
in related disciplines at the same
institution, joint projects with other
colleges or universities, or cooperative
activities with business or industry).
Also explain how it will stimulate


