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November 17, 2011
TO:  
SAES Directors included in the NW Region Canola Research Program 


Sonny Ramaswamy, Dean, and OAES Director, Oregon State University


Jeff Jacobsen, Dean and MAES Director, Montana State University


Noelle Cockett, UAES Director, Utah State University


Ralph Cavaleri, WARC Director, Washington State University


Carol Lewis, Dean, University of Alaska, Fairbanks

FROM:
Donn Thill, Director



Idaho Agricultural Experiment Station

SUBJECT:  FY 2012 Pacific Northwest Canola Research Program (PNWCRP)

It is anticipated that federally appropriated grant support for FY2012 will be available for canola research in the Pacific Northwest Region.  The FY2012 Request for Proposals for this program has been adjusted accordingly in order to meet the projected electronic filing deadline (early spring) via Grants.gov for this appropriation and the associated peer review requirements.

Please distribute this information to appropriate research units/departments at your institution and to faculty who may have interest and expertise in the area of canola research.  For your information, a separate transmission of this document has been distributed to faculty who participated in the PNWCRP in FY2011.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Attachments:  
FY2012 RFP and Call for Progress Reports for the PNWCRP



Current and Pending Support Form



Other Information Form



Budget Form



Conflict of Interest Form

PACIFIC NORTHWEST CANOLA RESEARCH PROGRAM

Request for Proposals (New/Continuing) FY2012
Request for Progress/Termination Reports FY2009, FY2010, and FY2011
Due 5:00 p.m. (Pacific Time) on January 20, 2012
NOTE:   Please submit your proposals and progress reports as a Word document file. PDF files will be returned to the author for resubmission as a Word document.  
NOTE: There will be no research review for the Pacific Northwest Canola Research Program in 2012.  A research review is planned for 2013.  
Scientists involved or interested in canola research are invited to prepare and submit proposals that address established priority areas listed below.  Federally appropriated support for FY 2012 is expected to be available for the Pacific Northwest Regional Canola Research Program (PNWCRP) through the USDA-National Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) Alternative Crops Program.  In FY2011, an award of $150,000 was available for research grant awards.  The final funding status for the FY2012 allocation will be known later and it’s anticipated that the full FY2012 PNWCRP Proposal will be due to USDA-NIFA approximately May 1, 2012. 

 PNWCRP solicits one- and two-year projects for consideration.  The annual funding range for projects in recent years has been approximately $8,000 to $12,000. Two-year projects receive funding for the first year with the understanding that year two funding is dependent upon the continuation of the Federal appropriation and acceptable documented project progress.

The purpose of the regional canola funds is to emphasize collaborative, multidisciplinary research projects that include technology transfer as a component. A primary goal is to develop a scientific network in support of the canola industry that encourages team building and communication among scientists involved in canola research. The focus will be to solve important industry problems and to enhance existing or redirected research investments by individual states or companies with additional resources to provide timely solutions. 

Proposals for the FY2012 PNWCRP competition must be submitted via electronic submission as a Word document to hwaters@uidaho.edu, Holly L. Waters, Idaho Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83844-2337, by 5:00 p.m. (PST) the close of business on January 20, 2012.  Faxed versions of proposals and progress/termination reports will not be considered.
PROPOSAL criteria and format are as follows:
1. Indirect cost charges of 30% of total Federal funds are allowed.

2. Funds cannot be used for tenure-track faculty salary.

3. Postdoctoral, technical support, part-time personnel, graduate assistant salaries are allowed.

4. Funds cannot be used for exclusive support of USDA-ARS or private sector scientists, but SAES/ARS or SAES private sector collaborative projects are appropriate.

5. Multidisciplinary, multi-institutional, and multi-regional projects will receive priority consideration, but duplication should be avoided.

6. Proposals are to be in 12-point Times Roman font (1” margins, all around) and no more than 5 single-spaced pages in length (not including budget, etc.).  

7. Send proposals as a Word document attached to your email.

8. Format (proposal must be prepared as follows and contain the following sections):

· Project Type:  “New” or “Renewal” 

· Title:  Project title should be brief and indicate what the project is about

· Personnel:  List the project leader(s), collaborators, and support personnel assigned to the project and identify their university and/or agency affiliation
· Address:  List the Lead principal investigator address, phone number, and email address.
· Abstract of the Proposed Research Project/Scope of Work:  In text, not to exceed one paragraph (250 words maximum), provide concise abstract/summary of the proposed research project.
· Justification and Statement of Problem:  Include a short statement (one page maximum) of the problem, its magnitude, the status of current research knowledge, and the anticipated benefits/impacts of the proposed work to the industry and/or end-users.
· Hypothesis and Research Objectives:  State the hypothesis to be tested in the project and state specific objectives of the proposed study.  The concise objectives should be numbered and listed in order of importance.
· Research Procedures (including cooperative efforts):  Include expected results, beneficial impacts and how results will be disseminated.
· Duration:  Give the expected duration of the project.  
· Technology Transfer/Implementation Plan:  Provide a brief statement concerning how the research findings will be transferred to users and implemented.

· Literature Review:  A summary of pertinent publications with emphasis on their relationships to the effort being proposed should include all important and recent publications.  The citations should be accurate, complete and written in an acceptable journal format.

Attachments to the Proposal (not counted as part of the page limitation of the proposal).

· Budget:  Use the attached Excel spreadsheet, “New Budget Forms for USDA,” for your budget.  All Principal Investigators submitting a proposal MUST use the form (Research & Related Budget – Sections A-K, attached).  Provide budgets for each year of requested funding AND a cumulative budget.  If your budget includes funds going to a researcher at a different institution, you MUST provide individual budgets for each institution.  

· Budget Justification:  On a separate page(s), each budget line item must be fully explained and justified for each PI involved in the project.  For example, travel costs must be broken down by the purpose of travel (to plots or to meetings, estimated miles and applicable mileage rates).  Publication costs should be stated in terms of costs per page times the number of pages.  Pay particular attention to costs that go into Materials and Supplies and All Other Direct Costs.

· Subcontracts:  A letter of support from the institution(s) Authorized Organizational Representative (AOR) MUST be included with the proposal stating:  1) the scope of work to be done and 2) the amount of money the subcontractor is expecting to receive for the work.  For example, if a proposal is submitted from Montana State University (lead) and Washington State University is included in the project as a subcontractor, letters of support are required from BOTH institutions.

· Current and Pending Support:  Include a Current and Pending Support Form.  For your convenience, a copy of the form is attached.  Your PNWCRP proposal, in response to this RFP, should be listed under “Pending” on this form.

· Other Project Information:  A completed Other Project Information Form is required and a copy is attached.  If your proposal DOES NOT USE (a) recombinant DNA/RNA, (b) vertebrate animals, or (c) human subjects, this form can be signed by the Principal Investigator.  Otherwise, this form MUST be signed by the AOR at your institution.

· Conflict of Interest: The PI and Co-PI’s must complete a Conflict of Interest Form.

· Vitae:  An up-to-date abbreviated 2-page curriculum vita for principal investigator(s) is required.
PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA:

FY 2012 Pacific Northwest Canola Research Program Proposal (PNWCRP) Review Form

 1. Overall quality of the proposed research:  Assess originality, scientific merit, suitability,        feasibility, and ability to complete in the funding time frame. (30 points) 
     Comments:  

2.  Objectives in relation to established guidelines:  Assess if the proposal is consistent with the PNWCRP research priorities and describes production or market potentials and/or research needed to enhance the canola industry.  (30 points)

     Comments: 

3.  Appropriateness of the budget:  Assess if the budget is adequate to accomplish the stated      objectives. (10 points) 
     Comments: 

4.  Investigator’s qualifications:  Assess the PI’(s) experience in the area of proposed study and collaboration with other researchers, producers/industry. (10 points) 
     Comments: 

5.  Benefits:  Assess potential impact on canola industry and/or potential product/technology development or improvement. (10 points)  
     Comments: 

6.  Overall quality of proposal:  Clarity and error free, conforming to RFP guidelines, adequate background information and thorough scientific development.  (5 points)
     Comments:  

7.   Multidisciplinary: Will the study examine factors related to more than one discipline?

     (5 points)

     Comments: 

PROGRESS REPORT: Read and follow the progress report instructions carefully. If you received funding to late in FY11 to initiate your research, please sent an email message to Holly Waters at hwaters@uidaho.edu stating “no research results to report for FY11”. 
 Progress reports are due by 5:00 PM on January 20, 2012
The progress reports covering PNWCRP projects funded are required and should be 1-2 pages in length 12-point Times Roman font (1” margins, all around).  Send your progress report as a Word document attached to your email.  This information will be used to prepare the annual report submitted to NIFA, Congress and industry partners. 
The following is a quote for the NIFA grant award letter. “Grantees are required to electronically submit annual and summary evaluation reports to NIFA in the Current Research Information System (CRIS).  CRIS provides the science and education community a searchable electronic, web-based inventory system that facilitates both grantee submissions of project outcomes and public access to information on Federally-funded projects.  CRIS annual reports should include a description of the progress, significant impacts, publications, graduate degrees awarded and undergraduates trained, if applicable.  A description of sub-award activity and description of the next step in the projects should be reported.  Your input through the CRIS report is the most important tool we have in the post-award management process and provides an important opportunity to communicate the value of your research to stakeholders.  Please give this report your best efforts.”    

 The progress report format is as follows: 

1. Title:  The project title should be the same as listed on the funded proposal.

2. Personnel:  List the project leader(s), collaborators, and support personnel assigned to the project and identify their university and/or agency affiliation.

3. Address:  List the lead principal investigator address, phone number and email address.

4. Interim or Final Report: Indicate if your report is a final or interim report.  Also show the fiscal year(s) (FY2009, FY2010, and/or FY2011) that funding was award for the project you are reporting on.
5. Summary of Progress: No more than 300 words summarizing progress to date. 

6. Outputs:  Report outputs completed during the reporting period that contribute to the goals and objectives of the project (do not include publications here; they are to be reported separately below). Do not include findings or conclusions that have been reached; these are to be reported separately as changes in knowledge in the outcomes / impacts section. Include a description of how the results have been disseminated to communities of interest or how the product is being shared. If this is a final report, give a brief summary of the most significant outputs and dissemination activities for the entire life of the project

· Outputs are activities, events, services, and products that reach people. 

· Activities include conducting and analyzing experiments or surveys, assessments, facilitating, teaching, or mentoring. 

· Events include conferences, demonstration sites, field days, symposia, workshops, and trainings. 

· Services include consulting, counseling, and tutoring. 

· Products include: new fundamental or applied knowledge; audio or video products; curricula; data or databases; equipment or instruments; invention, patent application and/or license; models; networks and/or collaborations fostered by the project or activity; physical collections or resources such as new plant varieties, new animal germplasm, or genetic maps; software; technology, methods, or techniques; train-the-trainer manuals; website(s) with the appropriate URL(s); information, skills, and technology for individuals, communities, and programs; or students graduated in agricultural sciences. 

· Dissemination refers to outreach activities that were undertaken to reach intended audiences for the purpose of advancing knowledge, encouraging positive actions, or changing conditions. Include outreach activities to current and potential partners and collaborators. If educational materials and resources were distributed, describe the distribution method and the intended audience(s). 
7. Outcomes / Impact:  It is essential that you include outcomes / impacts in your report.  This is a metric of the importance of your research and is required for NIFA reporting.  Describe how findings, results, techniques, or other products that were developed or extended from the project generated or contributed to an outcome/impact. Describe the results of the project evaluation. Indicate how resources and activities helped to produce project outputs and achieve project outcomes and impacts.  CSREES defines outcomes/impacts as a change in knowledge, actions, or conditions. 

· A change in knowledge occurs when the participant (scientist, trainee, or citizen) learns or becomes aware. Examples of a change in knowledge include: new fundamental or applied knowledge (such as results of sampling, surveying, laboratory, or data analysis); methods and techniques; policy knowledge; improved skills; or increased knowledge of decision-making, life skills, and positive life choices among youth and adults. 

· A change in actions occurs when there is a change in behavior or the participants act upon what they have learned (adoption of techniques and methods or a change in practice). Examples of a change in actions include: application and actual use of fundamental or applied knowledge; adoption of new or improved skills; direct application of information from publications; adoption and use of new methods or improved technologies; use of skills by youth and adults in making informed choices; or adoption of practical policy and use of decision-making knowledge. 

· A change in conditions occurs when a societal condition is changed due to a participant's action. Examples of a change in conditions include: development of the principal discipline(s) of the project or other disciplines; development of human resources; physical, institutional, and information resources that improve infrastructure; technology transfer; management and behavioral changes and adjustments; quantified changes in descriptive statistics (trade balance, export sales, etc.); better and less expensive animal health; changes in conditions (e.g., wages, health care benefits, etc.) of the agricultural workforce; higher productivity in food provision; quantified changes in quality-of-life for youth and adults in rural communities; safer food supply; reduced obesity rates and improved nutrition and health; or higher water quality (e.g., increased water clarity) and a cleaner environment (e.g., measurably reduced pollution). 

8. Projections:  State how any new information can and/or will be used.

9. Publications:  Cite the publications (or abstracts) that have resulted from the project.

Send your progress report to hwaters@uidaho.edu, Holly L. Waters, Idaho Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83844-2337, by 5:00 p.m. (PST) the close of business on January 20, 2012 as a Word document attached to the email.  
Progress reports must include information for all the above categories.  Reports that do not comply with the required format will be returned to the author.
List of Funded FY09, 10, and 11 Projects That Need to Submit Reports

FY2009 funded projects
· PNWCRP 09.02 – Increasing the value of winter canola crops by developing ensiling systems (canolage) to produce cattle feed.  Jack Brown, Carl Hunt, Jim Davis, University of Idaho.  Two-year project awarded $38,672 (Total Project Costs - Year 1 $19,336/Year 2 $19,336).

· PNWCRP 09.04 – Managing applied nitrogen on winter canola in Pacific Northwest.  Don Wysocki, Oregon State University.  One-year project awarded $13,364 (Total Project Costs).

· PNWCPR 09.05 - Seeding date and potassium fertilizer effects on winter canola survival in northwestern Montana.  Heather Mason and Louise Strang, Montana State University.  Two-year project awarded $24,076 (Total Project Costs - Year 1 = $11,846/Year 2 $12,230).
· PNWCRP 08.06 – An Evaluation Scheme to Identify Superior Cultivars of Winter and Spring Canola that are Suitable for Production in Idaho and Other Regions of the Pacific Northwest.  Jack Brown and Jim Davis, University of Idaho.  Two-year project.  Total award in FY2008, Year 1 was $12,835, Year 2 award $13,155 (Total Project Costs - Year 2).

· PNWCRP 08.03 – Investigation of Cabbage Seedpod Weevil Resistance Mechanisms in Yellow Mustard and Canola x Yellow Mustard Trials.  Sanford Eigenbrode, University of Idaho.  Total award in FY2008, Year 1 was $12,949*, Year 2 award $10,083 (Total Project Costs - Year 2).
FY2010 funded projects
· PNWCRP 10.01 - Optimizing Planting Date and Timing of Limited Fall Irrigation to Improve Yields of Fall-Planted Canola in the Semi-Arid Klamath Basin.  Richard Roseberg, et al., Oregon State University.  Two-year project request $ 30,735 (Year 1 $15,370/Year 2 $15,364).

· PNWCRP 10.02/10.07 Joint - Developing Biennial, Early Planted, Winter Canola in the Pacific Northwest.  Jack Brown (UI) - $13,547, Don Wysocki (OSU) - $11,436, and Heather Mason (MSU) - $7,018.  Two-year projects request $64,000 (Year 1 $32,000/Year 2 $32,000)

· PNWCRP 10.04 - Investigating Different Canola Cultivars in Response to Environments in Montana.  Chengci Chen, Montana State University. $ 25,931.  (Year 1 $12,965/Year 2 $12,965). 

· PNWCRP 10.05 - Spring Canola as a Rotational Crop for Northwestern Montana.  Heather Mason and Louise Strang, Montana State University.  $ 26,058.  (Year 1 $12,131/Year 2 $13,927).
· PNWCRP 08.06 – An Evaluation Scheme to Identify Superior Cultivars of Winter and Spring Canola that are Suitable for Production in Idaho and Other Regions of the Pacific Northwest.  Jack Brown and Jim Davis, University of Idaho.  Two-year project.  Total award in FY2010, $40,583 (Year 1 $20,427/Year 2 $20,156).
FY2011 funded projects
· PNWCRP 2011.01 - Residue Decomposition and Soil Quality Impacts of Canola Cultivars.  Ann Kennedy, et al., USDA-ARS-WSU.  Two-year project request $24,000 (Year 1 $12,000/Year 2 $12,000).
· PNWCPR 2011.03 ​- Stability of Specialty Canola Oil (HOLL and LLIN) When Grown Under Different Environments in the Pacific Northwest.  Jack Brown, et al., UI.   Two-year project request $36,004 (Year 1 $18,002/Year 2 18,002).
· PNWCRP 2011.05 - Spring Canola as a Rotational Crop for Northwestern Montana.  Heather Mason, MSU.  Two-year project request $20,755 (Year 1 $12,064/Year 2 $8,691).
· PNWCRP 2011.06 - Investigating the Timing of Forced Lodging on Yield and Quality of Winter Canola.  Don Wysocki, OSU.  Two-year project request $30,769 (Year 1 $15,384/Year 2 $15,385).
· PNWCRP 2011.07 - Increasing the Value of Winter Canola Crops by Developing Ensiling Systems (Canolage™) to Produce Cattle Feed.  Jack Brown, et al., UI.  One-year project request $18,503.  
· PNWCRP 10.01 - Optimizing Planting Date and Timing of Limited Fall Irrigation to Improve Yields of Fall-Planted Canola in the Semi-Arid Klamath Basin.  Richard Roseberg, et al., Oregon State University.  Two-year project request $ 30,735 (Year 1 $15,370/Year 2 $15,364).

· PNWCRP 10.02/10.07 Joint - Developing Biennial, Early Planted, Winter Canola in the Pacific Northwest.  Jack Brown (UI) - $13,547, Don Wysocki (OSU) - $11,436, and Heather Mason (MSU) - $7,018.  Two-year projects request $64,000 (Year 1 $32,000/Year 2 $32,000)

· PNWCRP 10.04 - Investigating Different Canola Cultivars in Response to Environments in Montana.  Chengci Chen, Montana State University. $ 25,931.  (Year 1 $12,965/Year 2 $12,965). 
PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGIONAL CANOLA RESEARCH PROGRAM RESEARCH PRIORITY AREAS - FY2012
I)
Integrated crop management, with highest priorities involving:


a)
Coordinated cultivar testing throughout Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Washington and other regions to identify cultivars most suited to the different environmental conditions.

b)
Rotational benefits of long-term nature including:



1.  Water management in regions where irrigation is available


2.  Nutrient management including threshold analysis on N, P, K, S, B



3.  Residue management



4.  Transfer technology to end users

II)
Integrated pest management:


a)
Biological and cultural control of pests (insect, weed, disease)


b)
Pesticide efficacy data generation for obtaining labels with national or regional coordination of effort


c)   Transfer technology to end users

III)  Value-added product development:

a) Conduct research and/or develop databases related to production of bioenergy and biolubricant products


b)   Conduct research to enhance use of seed meal as an animal feed

c) Develop bio-related products from canola and rapeseed that enhance economic feasibility and efficiencies of production

IV) Economic and social science research:

a) Conduct grower survey to determine how the research has affected canola and rapeseed production during the past 10 years in the PNW region

b) Conduct grower survey to determine limitation affecting increased production of canola and rapeseed in the PNW region

c) Determine the profitability of including canola in crop rotations.

