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well, reprints, and other pertinent ma-
terials which are deemed to be unsuit-
able for inclusion in the text of the 
proposal), the number of copies sub-
mitted should match the number of 
copies of the application requested in 
the program solicitation. Each set of 
such materials must be identified with 
the name of the submitting organiza-
tion, and the name(s) of the principal 
investigator(s). Information may not 
be appended to a proposal to cir-
cumvent page limitations prescribed 
for the project description. Extraneous 
materials will not be used during the 
peer review process. 

(12) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to an applicant shall be 
submitted on a one-time basis prior to 
the award of a grant identified under 
this part if such information has not 
been provided previously under this or 
another program for which the spon-
soring agency is responsible. Copies of 
forms recommended for use in fulfilling 
the requirements contained in this sec-
tion will be provided by the agency 
specified in this part once a grant has 
been recommended for funding. 

(13) National Environmental Policy Act. 
As outlined in CSREES’s implementing 
regulations of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) at 7 
CFR Part 3407, environmental data or 
documentation for the proposed project 
is to be provided to CSREES in order 
to assist CSREES in carrying out its 
responsibilities under NEPA. These re-
sponsibilities include determining 
whether the project requires an Envi-
ronmental Assessment or an Environ-
mental Impact Statement or whether 
it can be excluded from this require-
ment on the basis of several categor-
ical exclusions listed in 7 CFR Part 
3407. In this regard, the applicant 
should review the categories defined 
for exclusion to ascertain whether the 
proposed project may fall within one or 
more of the exclusions, and should in-
dicate if it does so on the National En-
vironmental Policy Act Exclusions 
Form (Form CSRS–1234) provided in 
the NRICGP Application Kit. 

(14) Even though the applicant con-
siders that a proposed project may fall 
within a categorical exclusion, 
CSREES may determine that an Envi-

ronmental Assessment or an Environ-
mental Impact Statement is necessary 
for a proposed project should substan-
tial controversy on environmental 
grounds exist or if other extraordinary 
conditions or circumstances are 
present that may cause such activity 
to have a significant environmental ef-
fect. 

[56 FR 57952, Nov. 14, 1991. Redesignated and 
amended at 60 FR 63368, 63369, Dec. 8, 1995; 61 
FR 45319, Aug. 29, 1996] 

§ 3411.5 Evaluation and disposition of 
applications. 

(a) Evaluation. All proposals received 
from eligible applicants and post-
marked in accordance with deadlines 
established in the annual program so-
licitation shall be evaluated by the Ad-
ministrator through such officers, em-
ployees, and others as the Adminis-
trator determines are uniquely quali-
fied in the areas represented by par-
ticular projects. To assist in equitably 
and objectively evaluating proposals 
and to obtain the best possible balance 
of viewpoints, the Administrator shall 
solicit the advice of peer scientists, ad 
hoc reviewers, and/or others who are 
recognized specialists in the areas cov-
ered by the applications received and 
whose general roles are defined in 
§§ 3411.2(j) and 3411.2(k). Specific eval-
uations will be based upon the criteria 
established in subpart B, § 3411.15, un-
less CSRS determines that different 
criteria are necessary for the proper 
evaluation of proposals in one or more 
specific program areas, or for specific 
types of projects to be supported, and 
announces such criteria and their rel-
ative importance in the annual pro-
gram solicitation. The overriding pur-
pose of these evaluations is to provide 
information upon which the Adminis-
trator may make informed judgments 
in selecting proposals for ultimate sup-
port. Incomplete, unclear, or poorly or-
ganized applications will work to the 
detriment of applicants during the peer 
evaluation process. To ensure a com-
prehensive evaluation, all applications 
should be written with the care and 
thoroughness accorded papers for pub-
lication. 

(b) Disposition. On the basis of the Ad-
ministrator’s evaluation of an applica-
tion in accordance with paragraph (a) 
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of this section, the Administrator will 
(1) approve support using currently 
available funds, (2) defer support due to 
lack of funds or a need for further eval-
uations, or (3) disapprove support for 
the proposed project in whole or in 
part. With respect to approved 
projects, the Administrator will deter-
mine the project period (subject to ex-
tension as provided in § 3411.7(c)) during 
which the project may be supported. 
Any deferral or disapproval of an appli-
cation will not preclude its reconsider-
ation or a reapplication during subse-
quent fiscal years. 

[56 FR 57952, Nov. 14, 1991. Redesignated at 60 
FR 63368, Dec. 8, 1995, as amended at 61 FR 
45319, Aug. 29, 1996] 

§ 3411.6 Grant awards. 
(a) General. Within the limit of funds 

available for such purpose, the award-
ing official shall make grants to those 
responsible, eligible applicants whose 
proposals are judged most meritorious 
in the announced program areas under 
the evaluation criteria and procedures 
set forth in this part. The date speci-
fied by the Administrator as the begin-
ning of the project period shall be no 
later than September 30 of the Federal 
fiscal year in which the project is ap-
proved for support and funds are appro-
priated for such purpose, unless other-
wise permitted by law. All funds grant-
ed under this part shall be expended 
solely for the purpose for which the 
funds are granted in accordance with 
the approved application and budget, 
the regulations of this part, the terms 
and conditions of the award, the appli-
cable Federal cost principles, and the 
Department’s ‘‘Uniform Federal Assist-
ance Regulations’’ (part 3015 of this 
title) and the Department’s ‘‘Uniform 
Administrative Requirements for 
Grants and Cooperative Agreements to 
State and Local Governments’’ (part 
3016 of this title). 

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

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

(ii) Title of project; 

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

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

(v) Project period, specifying the 
amount of time the Department in-
tends to support the project without 
requiring recompetition for funds; 

(vi) Total amount of Departmental 
financial assistance approved by the 
Administrator during the project pe-
riod; 

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

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

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

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

(c) Types of grant instruments. The 
major types of grant instruments shall 
be as follows: 

(1) New grant. This is a grant instru-
ment by which the Department agrees 
to support a specified level of effort for 
a project that generally has not been 
supported previously under this pro-
gram. This type of grant is approved on 
the basis of peer review recommenda-
tion. 

(2) Renewal grant. This is a grant in-
strument by which the Department 
agrees to provide additional funding for 
a project period beyond that approved 
in an original or amended award, pro-
vided that the cumulative period does 
not exceed the statutory limitation. 
When a renewal application is sub-
mitted, it should include a summary of 
progress to date from the previous 
granting period. A renewal grant shall 
be based upon new application, de novo 
peer review and staff evaluation, new 
recommendation and approval, and a 
new award instrument. 

(3) Supplemental grant. This is an in-
strument by which the Department 
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