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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

- STATUS OF PROGRAM

EXTENSION ACTIVITIES:

Current Activities

1.

Smith-Lever 3(b) and (¢). Federal contributions for cooperative extension work are primarily
derived from Section 3(b) and (c) formula funds appropriated under the Smith-Lever Act of 1914.
These funds comprise about two-thirds of the total Federal funding for extension activities. Federal
funds are matched by non-Federal sources, primarily States and counties, and support the major
educational efforts that are central to the mission of the Cooperative Extension System and common to
most extension units, such as agricultural production; nutrition, diet, and health; natural resources and
environmental management; community resources and economic development; family development
and resource management; 4-H and youth development; leadership and volunteer development.
Smith-Lever 3{b) and (c) funds must be matched by non-Federal funds. As a result of provisions
contained in the Agricultural Research, Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998, at least 25
percent of available Smith-Lever funding must be used to support multi-State activities; up to 25
percent of Smith-Lever funds also must be used for integrated research and extension activities.
These requirements can be met concurrently.

Smith-Lever 3(d). Other sources of Federal funding for extension activities include the Smith-Lever
section 3(d) or targeted funds, which are provided to the States to address special programs or
concerns of regional and national importance and are distributed through administrative or non-
statutory formulas and merit-reviewed projects. The following extension programs are funded under
the Smith-Lever 3(d) funding mechanism: Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program
(EFNEP); Pest Management; Farm Safety; Children, Youth, and Families At Risk; Federally-

" Recognized Tribes Extension Program; Sustainable Agriculture; Youth Farm Safety Education and

Certification, and New Technologies for Agricultural Extension. EFNEP funds are distributed on the
same population-based formula used for the Smith-Lever 3(b) and (c) distributions but are not
required to be matched. Funds under other Smith-Lever 3(d) programs are distributed under
administratively-based formulas or by a competitive process. There is a matching funds requirement
under some of the programs.

Payments to the 1890 Land-Grant Institutions and Tuskegee University and West Virginia State
University. Federal funding provides the primary support for the extension programs at the 1890

Land-Grant Institutions and Tuskegee University. The general provisions section 753 of Public Law
107-76 makes West Virginia State University eligible to receive funds under this program. This
program primarily addresses the needs of small-scale and minority agricultural producers and other
limited-resource audiences. Section 1444 of the 1977 Farm Bill provides that the funds made
available to the 1890's for extension programs be distributed on the basis of a formula identical to the
Smith-Lever 3 (b) & (c) formula. Section 7203(a) of the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of
2002 requires that beginning in FY 2003, funds appropriated for this program shall be not less than 15
percent of the Smith-Lever Act appropriation. The payment of funds under this program requires a
100 percent non-Federal match. These funds are used to maintain the extension infrastructure at the
1890 institutions and the partnership with the Cooperative Extension System.

1890 Facilities Program. Federal funds provide the primary support for enhanced extension,
research, and teaching facilities at all of the 1890 Land-Grant Institutions. Some examples of the use
of funds include the renovation of office space and laboratories; much needed computer and
equipment purchases; the acquisition of satellite downlinking and distance learning capabilities; and
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the construction of joint research and extension multx-purpose/conference centers. The 1890 Faclhtles
Program enables the 1890 Land-Grant Institutions to improve their capacity and better address the
needs of students, farmers, and rural populations with limited resources. ’

Renewable Resources Extension Act (RREA). The RREA program provides fundmg for expanded
natural resource education programs. Funds are distributed by an administratively-derived formula to

all States for educational programs and projects. The Cooperative Extension System provides
research-based education about renewable natural resources. Extension education enables the
management of renewable natural resources in a way that better serves individual land owners, local
communities, and the Nation.

Ag in the Classroom. The program helps to advance agricultural literacy through a grassroots
network of State coordinators, school teachers, agribusiness leaders, and other educators by

- supporting initiatives that include expanding outreach to underrepresented populations; regional

demonstration projects; integration of information technology to reduce program delivery costs; and
outstanding teacher recognition initiatives.

Extension Services at 1994 Institutions. The program provides funding for Native American
communities and Tribal Colleges for extension activities as set forth in the Smith Lever Act Funding
is awarded on a competitive basis.

Selected Examples of Recent Progress:

1.

Smith-Lever 3(b) and (c). Michigan State University (MSU) Extension worked in partnership with.
Ohio State University to conduct two national conferences on value-added agriculture and biofuel
production. Participants learned about costs and benefits of launching new production facilities in the
region. Following the focus on cor processing, MSU worked with the Michigan Corn Marketing
Program to facilitate formation of a work group that applied itself to building a new ethanol production

 facility. MSU mentored the study group through the business development process and helped a

company to find resources in order to launch their business venture.

Smith-Lever 3 (d). Goals of EFNEP include encouraging healthy nutritional practices through
increased: fruit, vegetable, and dairy intake; healthy beverage selection; food security; physical

B activity; and learning appropriate portion sizes. An EFNEP project in North Carolina is educating

participants on lower calorie food choices. Participants are encouraged to drink plenty of water, taught
what a serving is, and taught how to read food labels. Participant results show the loss of weight, and a
reduction in blood pressure and cholesterol. Individual success has been credited to the EFNEP
lessons and the shift from a weight focus to a health focus to help keep the weight off.

1890 Institutions. Extension staff at Vu'glma State University has taught over 600 landowners in
Southern and Southwest Virginia about new income opportunities to replace income lost from
downsizing of the tobacco industry. Sixty of these farmers established new farm enterprises as a result
of these educational programs. Fifteen farmers are now producing and marketing at least an acre of
seedless watermelons as a result of field demonstrations. Twenty landowners have established
naturalized populations of American ginseng and/or goldenseal in their privately- owned woodlands.
Ten former tobacco farmers established production of cut flowers as a new source of supplemental
income, and fifteen farmers began raising poultry, beef cattle, or swine for sale in local markets and
directly to consumers.
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COOPERATIVE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

The estimates include appropriation language for this item as follows (new language underscored; deleted
matter enclosed in brackets.

Integrated Activities

For the integrated research, education, and extension grants programs, including necessary

administrative expenses, $20.120,000, as follows: for a competitive international science and

education grants program authorized under section 1459A of the National Agricultural Research,

Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3292b), to remain available until expended,

$1.990.000; for grants programs authorized under section 2(c)(1)(B) of Public Law 89-106, as

amended, $2.475.000, to remain available until September 30, 2009 for the critical issues

program; and $1.378.000 for the regional rural development centers program; and $14,277.000 for

the Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative authorized under section 1484 of the National

Agricultural Research, Extension, and Teaching Act of 1977, to remain available until September

30, 2009. (7 U.S.C. 450i(c)(1)(B), 3292b, 3351, 7626.)
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EXHIBIT 9

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
Lead-Off Tabular Statement
INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES
Estimate, 2007 $56,050,000
Budget Estimate, 2008 20,120,000
Decrease in Appropriations .. =35,930,000
Summary of Increases and Decreases
2007 Program 2008

Item of Change Estimated Pay Costs Changes Estimated
Integrated Activities:
Water Quality $ 12,738,000 - $-12,738000 $ --
Food Safety. 14,699,000 -- -14,699,000 -
Regional Pest Management Centers................. 4,125,000 - - 4,125,000 --
Crops at Risk From FQPA Implementation...... 1,375,000 - - 1,375,000 -
FQPA Risk Mitigation Program for Major

Food Crop Systems 4,419,000 - - 4,419,000 -
Methyl Bromide Transition ..........ccccecoeeesueee 3,075,000 - - 3,075,000 -
Organic Transition Program 1,855,000 - - 1,855,000 -
Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative -

(Homeland Security) 10,046,000 -- + 4,231,000 14,277,000
International Science and Education Grants

Programs, 1,821,000 -- + 169,000 1,990,000
Critical Issues 576,000 -- + 1,899,000 2,475,000
Rural Development Centers 1,321,000 - + 57.000 1,378,000
Total Available, Integrated

Activities $ 56,050,000 — 235,930,000 20,120,000

Note: Included in the Integrated Activities account in FY 2006, 2007, and 2008 are $3,000,000 each year for the
Mandatory Organic Research and Extension Initiative. This amount is not reflected in the total above.
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES

Project Statement
(On basis of Appropriation)

2006 Actual : 2007 Estimated : 12008 Estimated

Project : Amount : Years : Amount : Years : Decrease : Amount : Years
= i Activitics: " . . N . N N

Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative : : : : : : :
(Homeland Security) $9,900,000 : : $10,046,000 : : +4,231,000 : $14,277,000 :

Water Quality : 12,738,330 : : 12,738,000 : : -12,738,000 : -

Food Safety : 14,698,530 : : 14,699,000 : : -14,699,000 : --:

Regional Pest Management : : : : : : :
Centers : 4,125,330 : : 4,125,000 : : -4,125,000 : --:

1,855,260 : : 1,855,000 : : -1,855,000 : --:

FQPA Risk Mitigation Program for : : : : : : :
Major Food Crop SYStEImS .........ccreevesureas : 4,419,360 : : 4,419,000 : : 4,419,000 : .-

Crops at Risk from FQPA : : : : : : :
Implementation : 1,375,110 : : 1,375,000 : : -1,375,000 : -

Methyl Bromide Transition : : : : : : :
Program : 3,074,940 : : 3,075,000 : : -3,075,000 : .-

Critical Issues - Plant and Animal : : : : : : :
Diseases : 736,560 : : 576,000 : : +1,899,000 : 2,475,000 :

Regional Rural Development Centers ................. : 1,320,660 : : 1,321,000 : : +57,000 : 1,378,000 :

Asian Soybean Rust : - : L e- : - -

Intemational Science and : : : : : : :
Education Grants : 990,000 : : 1,821,000 : : +169,000 : 1,990,000 :

Total Available or EStimate ............ccccceeeueennas 55,234,080 : 8 . 56,050,000 : 4 : -35,930,000 : 20,120,000 : 4

Rescission : 557,920 :

Total Appropriation : 55,792,000 : 8 :
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EXHIBIT 9
COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES
Project Statement
(On basis of Available Funds)
2006 Actual : 2007 Estimated : 2008 Estimated
Staff : : Staff : Increascor  : Staff
__Project Amount Years : Amount : Years : Decrease Amount : Years
Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative : : : .
(Homeland Security) .....ccoeveerreeeeeennnnennen $9,900,000 : $10,046,000 : +4,231,000 : $14,277,000 :
Water Quality 12,738,330 : 12,738,000 : -12,738,000 : -
Food Safety 14,689,573 : 14,699,000 : 14,699,000 : --
Regional Pest Management : : :
Centers . 4,125,330 : 4,125,000 : 4,125,000 : --
Organic Transition PIOgIAM ............ceveeuererereens : 1,855,260 : 1,855,000 : -1,855,000 : --
FQPA Risk Mitigation Program for : : :
Major Food Crop Systems ...........ccccceeerinnnes : 4,419,360 : 4,419,000 : -4,419,000 : --
Crops at Risk from FQPA : : :
Implementation 1,375,110 : 1,375,000 : -1,375,000 : --
Methyl Bromide Transition : : :
Program 3,074,940 : 3,075,000 : -3,075,000 : --
Critical Issues - Plant and Animal : . : .
Diseases 575,645 : 576,000 : +1,899,000 : 2,475,000 :
Carryover : 414,713 : 414,713 : .-
Regional Rural Development Centers ................. : 1,320,660 : 1,321,000 : +57,000 : 1,378,000 :
Asian Soybean Rust. : -- s -- --
International Science and : : : :
Education Grants 1,966,768 : 1,821,000 : +169,000 : 1,990,000 :
Carryover : : 36,154 : -36,154 : --
Total Obligations Estimate ...............ccoceeunnene. : 56,040,976 : 8 : 56,500,867 : 4 : -36,380,867 : 20,120,000 : 4
Unobligated Balance: : : :
Available, start of year. -1,266,720 : 450,867 : +450,867 : --
Lapsing. +8,957 : -- -- --
Available, end of year +450,867 : -- -- -
Total Available or Estimate............cccceereennneee : 55,234,080 : 8 56,050,000 4 : 35,930,000 : 20,120,000 : 4
Rescission 557,920 :
Total Appropriation 55,792,000 : 8 :
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
Justification of Increases and Decreases |

Integrated Activities

A decrease of $42.286.000 to transfer funding for Section 406 programs ($42.286.000 available in
the FY 2007 Estimate) as follows:

In FY 2008, the budget proposes that Section 406 activities, formerly supported under the
Integrated Activities account, be supported within the Research and Education account. These
activities will be funded at $45.13 million and administered through the National Research
Initiative. The administration of these programs under the NRI is a means to streamline the
CSREES budget portfolio. Since FY 2003, CSREES was authorized to use a percentage of the
NRI funds for integrated research, education, and extension activities. In FY 2008, CSREES
proposes a change in the general provisions that will increase the amount provided for the NRI
that may be used for competitive integrated activities from a maximum of 22 percent to a
maximum of 30 percent. The programs are as follows: ' :

FY 2007
Estimate Decrease FY 2008
( $000- ) ($000) ( $000)
Water Quality $12,738 -$12,738 $0
Food Safety - 14,699 -14,699 0
Regional Pest Management Centers 4,125 4,125 0
Crops at Risk from FQPA Implementation 1,375 -1,375 0
FQPA Risk Mitigation Program for
Major Food Crop Systems 4,419 -4,419 0
Methyl Bromide Transition Program - 3,075 -3,075 0
Organic Transition Program 1.855 -1,855 _0
Total $42,286 -$42,286 0

An increase of $4.231.000 for the Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative activities ($10.046.000
available in the FY 2007 Estimate) as follows:

The proposed increase under the Food and Agriculture Defense will address the Asian Soybean
Rust Pest Information Platform for Education & Extension. This program would utilize
$2,277,000 to continue the maintenance and enhancement of pest risk management tools for Asian
soybean rust and other pathogens of legumes. The ultimate goal is to equip stakeholders with
effective decision support tools and information for managing pests and diseases of legume crops,
particularly soybean rust.

In 2005, USDA facilitated the development of a Federal/State/mdustry coordinated framework for
surveillance, reporting, prediction, and management during the 2005 growing season. Although it
was effective, it was designed primarily to deal with soybean rust and then only for the first year
of the invasion. Now that the pathogen is endemic to the U.S., a broader and more sustainable
system is needed, preferably it will address not only soybean rust, but also other pathogens of
lesser served crops, such as dry beans, dry peas, and organic soybean.

The NPDN, Regional Integrated Pest Management Centers, and subcontractors will assist
producers in making intelligent and informed decisions on pest and disease control measures.
These better informed decisions will reduce pesticide input costs, will lessen the environmental
burden of pesticides, and will render production more economical. In addition, we anticipate that
this system will yield real-time data for use in diagnostics, and will provide more accurate data for
policy decisions. It also will result in more effective outreach to growers, users, and practitioners,
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including those USDA professionals dealing with crop insurance and risk management, allowing

* them to be more effective in making decisions.

€))

@

The National animal and plant diagnostic laboratory networks continue identifying exotic and
domestic pests and pathogens that are a concern to the security of our food and other agricultural
production systems. The program will utilize $1,954,000 to assist the diagnostic laboratories in
responding effectively to pest and pathogen threats. It may be used to deploy new diagnostic tools

as they become available.

We expect there will be 5 new tools and approaches available to growers for additional crops and
pests. .

An increase of $169,000 for. the International Science and Educétion Grants Prog@‘m ($1.821.000
available in the FY 2007 Estimate) as follows: -

The International Science and Education Grants Program (ISE) supports research, extension, and
teaching activities that will enhance the capabilities of American colleges and universities to
conduct international collaborative research, extension and teaching. ISE projects are expected to
enhance the international content of curricula; ensure that faculty work beyond the U.S. and bring
lessons learned back home; promote international research partnerships; enhance the use and
application of foreign technologies in the U.S.; and strengthen the role that colleges and
universities play in maintaining U.S. competitiveness. The increased funding will support projects
that incorporate substantive international activities in the programs related to the food system
agriculture and natural resources at U.S. land-grant colleges and universities.

In addition, ISE funds will be used to support projects that focus on building international
competencies through partnerships with India. This focus will provide important support to the
U.S.-India Knowledge Initiative in Agricultural Teaching, Research, Outreach, and Commercial
Linkages, which has been 1dent1ﬁed asa pnonty partnership by both governments.

A net increase of $1.956.000 for other Integrated Pro 1.897.000 available in the FY 2007
Estimate) as follows:

FY 2007 Increase or

Estimate Decrease FY 2008

(_$000 ) ( $000 ) (. $000)

Critical Issues $576 $1,899  $2475
Regional Rural Development Centers 1.321 57 1.378
Total $1,897 $1,956 $3,853

The proposed action restores individual programs to the FY 2007 President’s Budget level.
Funding at these levels will continue to provide support for these activities.



008°009'99 0EE'9EL'TY 099'02e"} [>471% 4 082'999'L 0¥e'v20'c rB'200T 000'006'6  0£9'969'Y) oRc'sLy'y okb'ase’t 99¢'006 vioL

11-60

a0y ] [ [ 0 0 Varee 0 1569 [ 0 CZX 7T QILVOITEONN
9L6'0v0'09 0EE'9EL'TH 0g9'0ze'L oge'sTL'y 082'958'V ot8'vL0'e 90L'008'} 000'008'8  £29'880'vL ose'sLY'y otr'ae't ovo'sLs avioians
~POv002C €E9609 e TI09er  OICvL 9002t 0006 000'96€ V96629 2751 0098 oves Pepdiico
NINQVY riepe
28v'sLL 180’8 0 0 0 esL'el 200°28 0 eir've eLl's 0008} 0 TANVd ¥33d
869’00 208101 908'01 £00°¢E 'yl 009'v2 0 o 989'L11 99€'9¢ H00't1 ue'ts uies
96z 0 0 o 0 0 ] ] 88'9 0T 0 [4 HO3LOME
sev'ver 0 0 0 0 0 0 000'98 oer'ezy o ] 0 ONINOAM
189'T¥8°) 0Z8'00L o [} eLY'vLE 0 o 000'00€ 081'209 o o 0 NISNOOSIM
90008 [} 0 (] o [} 90008 ] o [} [} ) VINIOYIA ‘M
QLL'YR0'L o o 0 199'080 o o 000'0LE ] [} (] (13473 NOLONIHSYM
[ 24 o 0 o o [} 0 (] o [} [} 0E0'iph VINIOYIA
o ] o o [} o [ o o [} [} o SANVISI ‘A
000'08€ . 000'06€ o o o [} ] [} o ] ] o ANOWNMIA
9LE'v0E [} 8IE'PIE [ (] 0 [ 000'08 0 0 0 [ HYLN
£28'040'T osv'eeZ’l o ] [} o o 000'00€ oczT'oLy o [} 001'Z¢ SVX3L
V60’859 0 [] 0 [] (] 000001 00008 $£0'609 (] (] o 336S3NN3L
0s6'sylL o [} 0 [} [ 09868 000'09 [} o 0 [ ViONVQ 'S
15’68 [} [} (] [} o \sL'e8 ) ] o [} [} VNIMOXYVYO 'S
198'08L 2108'98L [] ] [ ] [] [] [] ] [} [] ONVISI 300HY
000004 0 [} [} [} ] ] 0 000°004 0 [} o OOR OLdaNd
oES'OLL'T 9¥9'v8 Lie'vie 928'i88 [ 0 06908 000'08 081229 0 [} 000'08 VINVATASNNId
€99'68L 00009 0 0 0 0 €99'68 00009 0 [4 ] 0 NOOZO
000°00L (] [] 0 ] (] 000'004 [] [] [ [} ] YWOHVDIO
L'EB'T 000991 [} o o o ] 000'09 oL'eT0T o ] o OIHO
] 0 0 o 0 [} 0 [} Q o o [} SYNVIIVW ‘N
000004 0 o [] 0 0 0 [ 000'00} 0 0 (4 ViOMVa N
cev'eLe'e 000049 0 929196 [] [} 000'002 000'00€ o S¥9'980'L ] 008'IEL VNITOUVO ‘N
o8L'PLL'T o ] o 29'e o o ooL'opL's 198'g05 [} o 0 MMOA M3IN
000'08 [ ] 0 0 0 [ 000'09 [] (] [] 0 OOIX3N M3N
056'c08 osv'vrs 0 [} [ 0 [} cLe'ey 6.9'602 0 [ [} A3SYIF MIN
000'08t 000’08 [] [] 0 ] [] [] ] [] 0 ] FUIHSINVH ‘N
0 0 [ 0 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0 0 VavAIN
e1L'00t't 88L°0L [ 0 0 0 [} 00009 196'009 [ 0 [ VOSVHEAN
8e9'es) 000’00+ [} [ [ [ seg'es [ [ 0 [ [} WNV.INOW
QL1188 0 [ .0 [ 0 0 0 SLL'Le8 0 0 [ HNOSSIN
1€2'€L0'L 0 LiE'vie 0 0 000041 0 00009 vie'ves 0 [} 0 IddISSISSIN
906'v5Z [ 0 [ 0 ) 960'08} 000's9 [} 0 0 [ V.1OS3NNIN
0 0 ] ] 0 [ [ 0 0 [ (] ] VISINOUDIN
90L'1290'2 [ [ 929198 0 vaL'199 coL'vi 000'v10's  000'08 [ 0 [ NVOIHOIN
90L'€2% o [} [} 0 [ [} ] o [} 901'e2Y o SLLISNHOVSSYW
168'181°L 000c09 0 [} [} [ [} 000'0¢ 000'0¥9 [} ) les'sy ONVIANYN
o [ o [ o 0 [ 0 o [ 0 0 INIVW
000'08€ [ 0 0 0 [ 0 oo0'00 0 [ [ 000'08 WNVISINOT
00008 [4 [4 [4 [4 o 0 000'09 [4 0 0 [ AONININ
962'090'¢ 000'8t2'L 0 [} 0 181'80€ teL'se 000'028 [ [ 099'sEy (] SYSNWI
189'089' 199'008 Lie'vie [} ] [ (] 000006 90.'690'L [} [} o YMOI
zETT]IT'E 000’82’} 0 o [ [ 0L9'68 Lev'eaL SEL'SEL'L [} [} o VNVIONI
[ o L] 0 [} o [} [} ] 0 [} 0 SIONITH
080'009 080'08S [] 0 [] [ 0 ] [} 0 (] [} OHVO!
0Z1've9 [ [ [ [ [ 00000} [ [ [ 243 4 0 IVMVH
] [} [} [} o o 0 o o ) o [} Wvno
oaL'sLL't ] [} [} 9ig'cle ovZ'9e9 [ 000'00€ [} o [} 0 VION030
8LHLILT [ [ 0 1602 o81'96L 200'004 000'0EL'L  e82'e89 [ 0 [ VaRIOd
[} [} [} ] 0 [] [} [ ] [} [} ] oa
000'00} [] L] [} o [} [} ] 000'004 [] [} [] FHYMYEQ
182'e92'L ] 1) ) [\ [} re'ee ] vy o o [} LNDILOINNCD
Sov'ELE'L 080989 o o [} [} o 000°'00€ oze' L8y 0 0 0 0avi0100
wuy'iez'e [} o 0£8'100 o £22'008 €es'es 000'0PL'L  gEV'00S o ] o VINSOLITYO'
/] [} [} [} [} ] [} ] (] [} [} ] SVYENWRIY
oss'orr'c 000089 0 [ 0 0 09060 000'006 0 000'009'T (] 0 YNOZRIY
o [} [} 0 [ ) [} ) o 0 o o VONVS Hanv
0 [} 0 [} [} [ 0 [} 0 [} [ o Wisvw
] o o o o o o o o o o o WYAVEVTY
SONN TN BRR RS TR ] TR AN WS TS  ARAS P WRRAS T o3 USRUSURRI] SRR JIVIS
Tvy3034 weudopasq juewebsusyy  ‘suwiy ueBiO uoRONPI pUBEWON sl jojweibold  VAO4 W04  EUUY PU el
vioL oy wed muoibey Pue 3ueds uoietim i wedoy - eenes; pLO
euoneswe| AN VDS
SWYHOO0UJ GALVNOAUNI

QALVHOILINI - 9002 HVIA TVORLd LNOJR dNOUD
900 ¥VIA TVOSId - 81 IEvVL



11-61

Ak 000'LLTVT. 0000661 [ Q 0005V vIoL
T 0006l 000'90C 0000T6 T 0002TE 0 G00ZIeT . GHIVOITEONN
000'508 000" 000'08 000" [] [ 000'66 [e::00 13 9.: o]
NINRQAV TVIEaE]
0 o [ [ o SN HOALOIE
000" 000" [} 0 00065 wes
SANA TETESRY eSS KD BT SR UOTeNpy wy L] S TRMSRY PGS Tl USRAS RO | UOHeESsIa] =g :enac
IVYECJEd PR PRold  purpmoy Pz 0WHS Xeny v ofe 203 weiBorg wog Wy pus xeld
TVIOL [euonEwsT] ey 18 euoiey omesio mnsks daypooy  ysryiesdory  -sonss] reoppO
IV
SHVEDO0Ud CILVEDLINI
STLLIALLY CLLVEDLLNI
900Z ¥VIX TVOSLL - €€ FTAVL
T 0009001 000 ¥tL 00LT o O00TTCE 000752 “00055T "0005L0" ) S U )7 ) - i P00
A 0T (L0074 A SR 17T )G L [y Tk L3 4 B00%EEET BOOLZY  000GRT 00078 GHLVOITHONN
000 000'z0¥ 000" 000° 000 000'9 000 000'czt 000's85 000" 000" 000'Z aaLverEo
NINQV TVIEQHEL
] o 0 [ ST HodLLOME
000'88 00020 000" 000°cE 000's1 000'ST 000'811 000'SE 000" 000" s
SANTY FERSRY i RIS SR TR CeRy By Lo ] b ) TESRY PR PPN ATO0] WIS TR POo] DO wrenq HIVIS
TVYEdad STY N0} puEtomo) PUB WS N YTy monsisueL] ofepy 203 wesBorg wog TempIY pue jueld
v, TeuonTRI] femm 199 [voorBoy B ] gmﬁcaws.. Ay 3¢ sdor) ~sanss] reoni)
T Ve
SHVEDOUL CLLVEDALNI
STLLIALL)Y CELVEDLLNI




11-62

Integrated Activities

Classification by Objects

2006 Actual and Estimated 2007 and 2008

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

Personnel Compensation: 2006 2007 2008
Washington, D.C. ......ccccovvmvncrcncccrnrereeninnens $1,522,780 $494,000 $494,000
FIEI oottt 0 0 0
11 Total personnel compensation ................... 1,221,189 394,000 394,000
12 Personnel benefits ...........cccoveeenininnnnnee. 300,973 99,000 99,000
13 Benefits for former personnel .................... 618 1,000 1,000
Total pers. comp. & benefits ................... 1,522,780 494,000 494,000
Other Objects:
21 Travel and Transportation of Persons...... 125,879 129,000 67,000
22  Transportation of Things ....................... 2,454 3,000 1,000
23.1 Rentto GSA ....covvviiiiiiiiiiiiinee e 3,661 3,800 3,000
23.2 RentPaidtoothers ..........cccoeeevniinnnninns, 5,367 5,500 1,000
23.3 Communications, Utilities, etc. ................ 38,759 40,000 6,000
24  Printing and Reproduction ..................... 18,351 19,000 5,000
25.1 Advisory & assist. Services ................,... 21,429 22,000 8,000
25.2 Other Services ..........ovvveviiiuernereeannennns 363,780 313,000 " 89,000
25.3 Purchases of G&S from Gowt. ................. 5,236 5,300 1,000
25.4 Opefation and Maintenance of facilities ..... 3,460 3,400 1,000
25.5 Research and Development Contracts ........ 344,907 294,000 99,000
25.7 Operation and maintenance of equipment ... 28,625 29,000 8,000
26 SUPPHES tovuirnniiiirii e, 32,908 33,000 12,000
31 Equipment .........cccocoviiiiiiiiniiiinienennnnns 18,950 19,000 10,000
41 Grants, subsidies, and contributions......... 53,504,173 54,637,000 19,315,000
43  Interest Prompt Payment ....................... 257 0. 0
Total other objects .......ocoevviiiinnnene. 54,518,196 55,556,000 19,626,000
Total direct obligations .............c..ccoeveevennn. 56,040,976 56,050,000 20,120,000
Position Data:
Average Salary, ES ..........c.ccoiiiiiiiininnen. $155,778 $159,205 $163,981
Average Salary, GS ...........ooieiiiiniiinnins $80,244 $82,009 $84,470
Average Grade, GS ..........c.oeeieiiiiiennns 114 114 114
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STATUS OF PROGRAM

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES:

Current Activities

1.

Programs currently funded under the Integrated Activities account are Water Quality, Food Safety,
Regional Pest Management Centers (formerly Pesticide Impact Assessment), Crops at Risk from Food
Quality Protection Act (FQPA) Implementation, Food Quality Protection Act Risk Mitigation Program
for Major Food Crop Systems, Methyl Bromide Transition Program, and Organic Transition Program.
Grants are awarded on a competitive basis to support integrated, multifunctional agricultural research,
extension, and education activities. The International Science and Education Grants, Critical Issues,
and Regional Rural Development Centers programs are administered under this account. The
International Science and Education Grants program is conducted under the authority of Section 1459A
of the National Agricultural Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977, Public Law 95-
113. The Ciritical Issues and Regional Rural Development Centers programs are conducted under the
authority of Section 2(c)(1)}(B) of Public Law 89-106, as amended (7 U.S.C. 45Qi(c)), which enables
the agency to support research, extension or education activities.

The Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative Program under the authority of Section 1484 of the Farm
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 also is funded under this account. This program provides
support for an unified network of public agricultural institutions to identify and respond to high risk
biological pathogens in the food and agricultural system. The network will be used to increase the
ability to protect the Nation from disease threats by identifying, containing, and minimizing disease
threats. The funds also will be used to maintain and enhance pest risk management tools for Asian

_ soybean rust and other pathogens of legumes.

Selected Examples of Recent Progress:
3. Food Safety Program. A team of researchers at the Pennsylvania State University identified dairy

farms experiencing high levels of Salmonella Newport infections in dairy cattle. These infections exact
a high economic cost from the farmers. The research team demonstrated that manipulating feed quality
and other management practices can affect the duration and severity of a salmonella outbreak in dairy
cattle. : '

Crops at Risk from FOPA .Implementation Program. Researchers at Cornell University, New

York, developed new varieties of tomato resistant to early and late blight which are growing more
resistant to commonly used fungicides. An important finding of this research is that new varieties

“should be homozygous (having identical alleles in corresponding loci of homologous chromosomes) for

both early blight resistance and late blight resistance in order to be effective. This contrasted with
previous expectations that heterozygous resistance for early blight and monogenic late blight resistance
would be sufficient for disease control.

FOPA Risk Mitigation Program. Researchers at the University of Wisconsin have developed novel
tactics for risk reduction, resistance management, and profit through pest suppression. This project
resulted in the formation of multi-stakeholder groups in Wisconsin and Florida to address and
develop practical solutions for common integrated pest management (IPM) issues facing the vegetable
industries in both States. The research team developed ways to measure pesticide toxicity and IPM
adoption, and demonstrated that pesticide use and toxicity can be reduced as biointensive IPM
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increases. Researchers established procedures for predicting the risk of pesticide resistance and
determining the baseline susceptibilities of key pests in Wisconsin and Florida to new reduced risk
pesticides.

Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative (FADT) Program. The National Animal Health Laboratéry

Network (NAHLN) is a national network of non-Federal public animal diagnostic laboratories; under
the leadership of CSREES, Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS), and the American
Association of Veterinary Laboratory Diagnosticians. It has 12 core laboratories who receive CSREES
support; which are located at Cornell University (New York), Louisiana State University,
University of Georgia, Texas A&M, University of Wisconsin, Iowa State University, Colorado
State University, Washington State University, University of California at Davis, University of
Arizona, North Carolina Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, and Florida
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services. In addition to these core laboratories, CSREES
provides a reduced amount of funding for laboratories in 16 other States: Oregon, Utah, New Mexico,
Wyoming, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Minnesota, Mississippi, Tennessee, Indiana,
Michigan, Kentucky, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. In continuing efforts to enhance _
national preparedness against foreign animal diseases appearing in the U.S., the NAHLN laboratories
in these and other States conducted activities on Avian Influenza (AI). As a part of these efforts, they
have been approved by the USDA-APHIS to run a real time polymerase chain reaction for Al, using a
standardized assay and protocol. Annual proficiency testing is required of individuals conducting
testing to ensure quality results. NAHLN laboratories will determine if the Al virus is present and
whether it is a strain that could be highly pathogenic. The NAHLN has the ability to conduct 18,000
Al screening tests per day. The utilization of these laboratories has dramatically increased the Nations
Al surveillance and diagnostic capacity.

The National Plant Diagnostic Network (NPDN) is a 50 State network of land grant university based
plant diagnostic laboratories. The network is led by diagnostic laboratory centers at Cornell University
(New York), University of Florida, Kansas State University, Michigan State University, and
University of California at Davis. These institutions receive direct funding from CSREES and
provide support to the other land grant plant diagnostic laboratories in their region through
subcontracts, training, and leadership. Because of this, plant laboratories in every State receive Federal
- funding and other support from the five NPDN centers. All 50 States and many U.S. territories are
connected to the NPDN through digital distance diagnostics, used throughout the Nation to speed early
detection of high consequence plant pathogens and solve other agricultural problems. This web-based
diagnostics system allows plant diagnosticians in one location to transmit a digital image across the
country to someone with special expertise. In many States, county extension agents also have the
ability to transmit photos of insects and diseased plants to campus based scientists, who diagnose the
problem and pose a solution. The first case of Asian soybean rust, found in Louisiana, was quickly
transmitted to Federal officials and diagnosed using this technology. During a nine month period,
1,189 samples were submitted from Georgia county extension offices to scientists at the University of
Georgia’s main campus. More than 150 samples have been submitted to the University of Hawaii,
many from Guam, American Samoa, and other pacific territories with limited access to trained
specialists. Washington State University is using this technology along the Canadian border and near
key ports of entry. Connecting first detectors from every corner of the U.S. with NPDN diagnosticians
" has dramatically increased the ability of the network to diagnose high consequence plant pathogens and
other pests, whether introduced naturally or through agro-terrorism, before they get out of control.
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The estimates include appropriation language for this item as follows (new language underscored; deleted
matter enclosed in brackets.

Qutreach for Socially Disadvantaged Farmers

For grants and contracts pursuant to section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and

Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279). $6.930.000, to remain available until expended.
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
Lead-Off Tabular Statement

SECTION 2501

Estimate, 2007......cccevvvvenennnn. deeeeeeeetettnr e e e et $5,681,000
Budget Estimate, 2008.............ccecuvvrrermmmeiemmnmmimiininninenneeesessesessenssnsssasessessens_ 0,930,000
Increase in APPropriation. .........cccovvveiriiieeiiiieiiieieeineesinnieieesesensssesssnsssnsenssnesee. £1,249,000

SUMMARY OF INCREASES AND DECREASES
(On basis of adjusted appropriation)

2007 Program 2008
Item of Change Estimated Pay Costs Change Estimated

Section 2501, Outreach for Socially
Disadvantaged Farmers ................. $5,681,000 - - +1,249,000 $6,930,000
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EXHIBIT 9

SECTION 2501, OUTREACH
PROJECT STATEMENT
(On basis of Appropriation)
2006 Actual 2007 Estimated : 2008 Estimated
: Staff : : Staff :  Increase or . Staff
Project Amount : Years : Amount  : Years:  Decrease Amount : Years
tion 25
Outreach for Socially : : : : :
Disadvantaged Farmers ....................:  $5,940,000 : $5,681,000 : +5$1,249,000 : $6,930,000 :
Total Available or Estimate .................. : 5,940,000 : 5,681,000 : +1,249,000 : 6,930,000 :
Rescission 60,000 : - -- -
Total Approprigtion ...........coeceeersreeen? 6,000,000 2 5681,000: 2 : +1,249,000 : 6,930,000 : 2
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EXHIBIT ¢

SECTION 2501, OUTREACH
(O b ofAvilbl Funds)
2006 Actual 2007 Estimated 2008 Estimated
: : Staff : : Staff :  Increase or . Staff
__Project : A : Years : Amount : Years:  Decrease Amount  : Years
Section 2501 '
Outreach for Socially : : : : :
Disadvantaged Farmers ....................:  $5923,303 : $5,681,000 : 481,249,000 :  $6,930,000 :
Carryo -- 258,712 -258,712 )
Total obligations ESmate ................... 5,923,303 5,939,7122 +990,zss§ 5,930,0002 2
Unobligated Balance:
Available, start of YEar............c.cccoeeree -257,ons§ -258,712; +2ss,712§ -
Lapsing 15,000 - .
Available, end of year............oooeeeunncne . 258,712
Total Available or Estimate 5,940,000 2 5,681,000 2 +1,249,000 6,930,000 2
ReStion ... . oo
Total Appropriation ..........ccceeeeeeeecuncn. 6,000,000 2 5,681,000 2
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Justification of Increases and Decreases

Outreach for Socially Disadvantaged Farmers and Ranchers Activities

An increase of $1.249.000 for Section 2501, Outreach and Assistance for Socially Disadvantaged Farmers
and Ranchers ($5.681.000 available in the FY 2007 Estimate) as follows:

The overall objective of Section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (P.L.
101-624) is to enhance the ability of minority farmers and ranchers to operate farms and ranches
independently and produce income adequate to service debt, maintain operations and provide a reasonable
lifestyle. Section 2501 provides grants to educational institutions and community-based organizations to
encourage and assist socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers to own and operate farms and ranches, to
participate in USDA agricultural programs; and to become integral parts of the agricultural community.

This program contributes to the USDA goal of enhancing the competitiveness and sustainability of rural
and farm economies.

Increased funding in 2008 will provide opportunities for broader outreach in more states and more
communities and will allow more depth in interaction with individual farmers. Grantees report that one-on-
one contact, as well as rigorous follow-up with disadvantaged producers, is frequently required to give
adequate assistance with USDA program applications. One-on-one contact, combined with workshops,
conferences, and new mobile technology options are operative in prior year 2501 projects. An exciting
development in several previously funded projects is the advent of mobile internet access units which allow
grantees to bring internet capability and technological advances in farm and ranch management to the target
groups in rural areas. The benefits of computer literacy training enhance their target groups’ capacity to
function effectively in their enterprises. Increased funding would make this technology much more widely
available to disadvantaged producers and is crucial to the success of these farmers and ranchers as e-
government is more fully implemented.

The primary performance measure Wwill be a review score of the portfolio to which the program contributes.
Portfolios that address Agency and Departmental national goals (comprised of contributing Agency
programs) are subject to rigorous assessment by experts on an annual and periodic (5-year) basis to
determine the extent to which they are making progress toward solving targeted national problems. A
recently implemented assessment tool will be used to review the portfolio’s relevance, quality, and
performance, assigning a quantitative score to its performance. Using recommendations from these expert
reviewers, National Program Leaders will work to improve portfolio performance. Such portfolio reviews
will be informed by performance criteria and evaluation studies relevant to the portfolio mission. '
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TABLE 1C- FISCAL YEAR 2006
SECTION 2501, OUTREACH FOR SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS

Section 2501
Outreach for Socially
Disadvantaged Farmers
STATE . 2006
. TABLE 2C-FISCAL YEAR 2007

ALABAMA 300,000 SECTION 2501, OUTREACH FOR SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS
ARKANSAS 599,856
CALIFORNIA 588,391 FEDERAL ADMIN $227,240
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 299,391
FLORIDA 265,009
GEORGIA . 119,586 UNDISTRIBUTED 5.453,760
HAWAII 296,593
MARYLAND 200,000
MICRONESIA 119,552 TOTAL $5.681.000
MISSOURI 214,421
MONTANA 600,000
NEW MEXICO 300,000
OKLAHOMA 300,000 TABLE 3C- FISCAL YEAR 2007
TEXAS 899,994 SECTION 2501, OUTREACH FOR SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS
VIRGINIA 261,476
WASHINGTON 285,513 FEDERAL ADMIN $277,000
Peer Panel 50,921
SUBTOTAL 5,700,703 UNDISTRIBUTED 6,653,000
FEDERAL ADMIN 222,600 TOTAL $6.930,000
Subtotal Obligations 5,923,303
UNOBLIGATED 16,697

TOTAL £.940,000
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Section 2501 Activities

Classification by Objects

2006 Actual and Estimated 2007 and 2008

Personnel Compensation:

Washington, D.C. ...
| T2 1 OO RROORROON

11 Total personnel compensation ...................
12 Personnel benefits ...........cocoveveiiiiiiin
13 Benefits for former personnel ....................

Total pers. comp. & benefits ...................

Other Objects:

21 Travel and Transportation of Persons......

22 Transportation of Things .......................
23.1 Rentto GSA .. .ooceviiiiiiini e,
23.2 Rent Paid to others ...........cccceeeiiininnnn.
23.3 Communications, Utilities, etc. ................
24 Printing and Reproduction .....................
25.1 Advisory & assist. Services .............o..uuee
25.2 Other Services ..........occvvvniiiiuniiinnnnnn.
25.3 Purchases of G&S from Govt. .................
25.4 Operation and Maintenance of facilities .....
25.5 Research and Development Contracts ........
25.7 Operation and maintenance of equipment ...
26 Supplies .......ovviiiiiinii
31 Equipment ............ccooviiiiiiiiiini

41 Grants, subsidies, and contributions.........

43 Interest Prompt Payment .......................
Total other objects ...........c.cvevvinennnn

Total direct obligations ....................ooeeeenis,

Position Data:

Average Salary, ES ...
Average Salary, GS ...,
Average Grade, GS ...

2006 2007 2008
$150,616 $180,240 $180,240
0 0 0

126,758 161,240 161,240
23,790 19,000 19,000

68 0 0
150,616 180,240 180,240
10,058 13,000 16,500
210 0 0

157 2,000 3,000

569 1,000 2,000

3,929 2,000 3,000
1,591 2,000 3,000
1,905 1,000 2,500
9,503 7,000 15,000

537 0 0

382 0 0
23,169 12,000 42,460
2,533 1,000 2,500
2,954 3,000 3,500

838 3,000 3,500
5,714,332 5,453,760 6,652,800
20 0 0
5,772,687 5,500,760 6,749,760
5,923,303 5,681,000 6,930,000
$155,778 $159,205 $163,981
$80,244 $82,009 $84,470
114 114 114
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STATUS OF PROGRAM

SECTION 2501, OUTREACH AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SOCIALLY
DISADVANTAGED FARMERS AND RANCHERS ACTIVITIES:

Current Activities

This program helps African American, Tribal, Hispanic and other minority farmers and ranchers from
socially disadvantaged groups participate in specific USDA loan, conservation, technical assistance, and
related programs. The program enhances the ability of minority farmers and ranchers to operate farms and
rariches independently and to produce income adequate to service debt, maintain operations, and provide a
reasonable lifestyle. The program provides grants to educational institutions and community-based
organizations to encourage and assist socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers to own and operate farms
and ranches, to participate in USDA agricultural programs, and to become an integral part of the
agricultural community.

Selected Examples of Recent Progress:

1. The University of Texas-Pan American and the Texas Border Coalition created the Farm
~ Ownership and Rural Growers Empowerment project in rural Texas, which focuses on increasing and
improving outreach networks for assisting socially disadvantaged Hispanic farmers and ranchers. The
program includes bilingual curricula, internet training, and farm management training. The staff
collaborated with other network organizations and assisted 6,624 socially disadvantaged producers
(SDP), and helped process 1,074 USDA loan and conservation program applications. This resulted in
SDP’s securing approximately $2.638 million in USDA program assistance.

2. Georgia’s Federation of Southern Cooperatives’ Outreach and Assistance for Socially Disadvantaged
Farmers and Ranchers program continues to build a Regional Marketing System that links SDP
cooperatives in Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and South Carolina. Opportunities for producers
improved in both commercial and direct marketing. Acreage devoted to farming alternative crops,
including seedless watermelon and a variety of vegetables, increased by 20 percent giving producers a
broader market. Producer participation in farmers’ markets, retail grocers, farmer-owned processing
operations and institutional buyers increased sales by 38 percent.
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Summary of Budget and Performance
Statement of Goals and Objectives

CSREES has five strategic goals and thirteen strategic objectives that contribute to the six USDA strategic goals and sixteen

objectives. «
USDA Strategic Agency Strategic | Agency Objectives | Programs that Key Outcome
Goal/Objective "~ Goal Contribute
USDA Strategic Goal 1:  |Agency Goal 1:  |Objective 1.1: Key Outcome 1.1:
Enhance International Enhance Economic |Provide information, Extension Increased ability to compete in
Competitiveness of Opportunities for [knowledge and _ Research world markets and increased
- |American Agriculture Agricultural education to help expand| Integrated knowledge of market principles,
Producers. markets and reduce trade| Higher alternatives, techniques, and
USDA Strategic Objective barriers. Education |utilization of sustainable farm
1.1: Expand and Maintain operations.
International Export
AOpportunities
USDA Strategic Goal 1:  [Agency Goal 1:  |Objective 1.2: Key Outcome 1.2:
Enhance International Enhance Economic [Support international Extension Expanded international
Competitiveness of Opportunities for |economic development | Research economic development and
- JAmerican Agriculture Agricultural and trade capacity Integrated e capacity building through
Producers. building through Higher F;a) partnerships between U.S.
USDA Strategic Objective research, education and Education  |and counterpart faculty in
1.2: Support International extension. developing or transitioning
Economic Development and countries to strengthen science
Trade Capacity Building |applications and (2) technical
o assistance provided to these
USDA Strategic Objective countries to support market and
1.3: Improved Sanitary and [agricultural sector development.
‘|Phytosanitary System (SPS)
o Facilitate Agriculture
Trade '
USDA Strategic Agency Strategic | Agency Objectives Programs Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal that
. Contribute
SDA Strategic Goal 2: Agency Goal 1: Objective 1.3: Key Outcome 1.3:
nhance the Enhance Provide science- Research Expanded science-based
ompetitiveness and Economic based knowledge Extension knowledge and technologies to
ustainability of Rural and | Opportunities for | and technologies to | Higher generate high-quality products
arm Economies Agricultural generate new or Education | and processes by (1) increasing
Producers. improved high knowledge of bioenergy and
SDA Objective 2.1: quality products and biomass conversion, (2)
Expand Domestic Market processes to expand creating new commercially
Opportunities markets for the viable and marketable
agricultural sector. alternative crops, and

alternative markets for non-
food products from existing
crops, and (3) establishing new
- integrated research and -
extension programs and multi-
disciplinary graduate education

training programs.
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USDA Strategic Agency Strategic | Agency Objectives Programs Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal that
Contribute .
SDA Strategic Goal 2: Agency Goal 1: Objective 1.5: Key Outcome 1.5:
nhance the Enhance Contribute science- Research Increased efficiency of the
ompetitiveness and Economic based information, Extension agricultural production system
ustainability of Rural and | Opportunities for | analysis and Higher by (1) expanding information to
arm Economies Agricultural education to Education model feed utilization for
: Producers. promote the animal species, (2) releasing
SDA Strategic efficiency of new or improved varieties or
bjective 2.2: Increase the agricultural germplasm with enhanced pest
fficiency of Domestic production systems. or disease resistance, (3) further
gricultural Production understanding the biological
d Marketing Systems role of gene sequences in
plants, animals, microbes and
insects, (4) strengthening
Masters degree level courses in
the food and agricultural
sciences, particularly at
minority-serving institutions,
(5) increasing the number of
minority students participating
| in the workforce by funding
minority-serving projects at
Hispanic Serving Institutions,
|, 1890 institutions, 1994
institutions, Alaska Native
Serving, Native-Hawaiian
Serving institutions, and (6)
increasing the number of
socially disadvantaged minority
farmers and ranchers who are
knowledgeable, eligible, and
participating in USDA Farm
Programs.
SDA Strategic Goal 2: Agency Goal 1: Objective 1.4: Research Key Outcome 1.4:
nhance the Enhance Provide science- Extension Increased producers’
ompetitiveness and Economic based information, Higher knowledge of principles and
ustainability of Rural and | Opportunities for | knowledge, and Education techniques in risk management.
arm Economies Agricultural education to
Producers. facilitate risk
SDA Strategic management by
bjective 2.3: Provide farmers and
isk Management and producers.
inancial Tools to Farmers

d Ranchers
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USDA Strategic Agency Strategic | Agency Objectives | Programs that Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal Contribute
|[USDA Strategic Goal 3:  [Agency Goal2:  [Objective 2.1: Key Outcome 2.1:
Support Increased Support Increased [Expand economic Research Expanded economic
Economic Opportunities  [Economic opportunities in rural Extension opportunities in rural America
land Improved Quality of  [Opportunities and |[America by bringing and increased knowledge
Life in Rural America Improved Quality [scientific insights into pertaining to economic
of Life in Rural  [economic and business diversification, community
USDA Strategic Objective |America. decision-making. |planning, service infrastructure,
3.1: Expand Economic local government, youth/adult
Opportunities by Using workforce planning, and civic
SDA Financial Resources engagement through innovative
to Leverage Private Sector integrated research and
Resources and Create extension projects targeted to
Opportunities for Growth regional business, economic and
business development.
USDA Strategic Goal 3:  |Agency Goal 2:  [Objective 2.2: Key Outcome 2.2:
Support Increased Support Increased |Provide science-based Research Increased knowledge among
Economic Opportunities  [Economic echnology, products and| Extension county-based staff to enable
land Improved Quality of  [Opportunities and |information to facilitate ~[them to provide advice
Life in Rural America |Improved Quality Iinformed decisions pertaining to economic and
of Life in Rural  [affecting the quality of* business development planning;
'|USDA Strategic Objective |America. life in rural areas. e legal basis for land use;
3.2: Improve the Quality of ’ multi-modal transportation;
Life through USDA downtown revitalization;
" |Financing of Quality farmland and open space
ousing, Modern Utilities, [preservation strategies; and
- land Needed Community local government finances.
Facilities Electronic deployment of
|science-based extension
information and education,
lincluding the delivery of for-
credit college level courses in
|science disciplines.
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Programs that

USDA Strategic Agency Strategic| Agency Objectives Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal Contribute
USDA Strategic Goal 4:  |Agency Goal 3:  |Objective 3.1: Key Outcome 3.1:
Enhance Protection and Enhance Protection|[Reduce the incidence of | Integrated Reduced incidence or
Safety of the Nation’s and Safety of the |food borne illnesses and | Higher prevalence of food borne
Agriculture and Food Nation’s contaminants through Education illnesses and contaminants
Supply Agriculture and  |science-based through increased knowledge
Food Supply. knowledge and and/or the development of
USDA Strategic Objective education. mitigation, intervention, or
4.1: Reduce the Incidence prevention strategies via
of Foodborne Illnesses research or integrated research,
Related to Meat, Poultry, education, and extension
and Egg Products in the rojects in the following food
U.S. safety areas: pre-harvest food
production and transportation,
post-harvest processing and
distribution, retail preparation
and distribution, and consumer
preparation, consumption, and
behavior.
USDA Strategic Goal 4:  |Agency Goal 3:  |Objective 3.2: [Key Outcome.3.2:
Enhance Protection and Enhance Protection|Develop and deliver Extension Expanded science-based
Safety of the Nation’s and Safety ofthe |science-based Research information and technologies
Agriculture and Food [Nation’s information and Integrated Iand reduced number and
Supply hAgn’culture and [technologies to reduce Higher severity of agricultural pest and
Food Supply. the number and severity | Education  |disease outbreaks through (1)
USDA Strategic Objective of agricultural pest and connection and data exchange
4.2: Reduce the Number disease outbreaks. |among National Plant and
and Severity of Agricultural Animal Disease Diagnostic
Pest and Disease Outbreaks [Networks, (2) increased
o resource efficiency and
decreased economic risk
egarding the adoption of
sustainable pest management
ctics, (3) developed capacity
0 minimize or mitigate
loccupational and non-
occupational human health risks
associated with pest
management, and (4) increased
capacity in minimizing or
mitigating environmental risk
associated with pest
management.
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Agency Objectives

and Declining Species

USDA Strategic Agency Strategic Programs Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal that
o ' Contribute
USDA Strategic Goal 5: Agency Goal 4: Objective 4.1: Key Outcome 4.1:
Improve the Nation’s Improve the Expand the Research Increased understanding of the
Nutrition and Health Nation’s Nutrition | knowledge base of relationship between diet,
and Health. food and nutrition- nutrition, and health.
USDA Strategic Objective based components of
5.1: Ensure Access to human health.
Nutritious Food
USDA Strategic Goal S: Agency Goal 4:  DObjective 4.2: Promote Key Outcome 4.2:-
Improve the Nation’s Improve the healthier food choices | Research Reduced proportion of adult
Nutrition and Health Nation’s Nutrition pnd lifestyles through | Extension |participants age 20 years and
: and Health. pesearch and plder who are obese, and of
SDA Strategic Objective education. children and adolescents who
.2: Promote Healthier Eating ¢ obese and overweight by
abits and Lifestyles E:creasing healthier food
hoices and lifestyles.
USDA Strategic Agency Strategic | Agency Objectives | Programs that Key Outcome
Goal/Objective Goal Contribute
-|USDA Strategic Goal 6: ' |[Agency Goal 5:  |Objective 5.2: ) Key Outcome 5.2:
|Protect and Enhance the Protect and Improve management of | Research Expanded and disseminated
Nation’s Natural Resource [Enhance the private lands (provide Higher - science-based knowledge for
Base and Environment [Nation’s Natural |science-based Education |management of natural resources
1 - |Resource Base and [knowledge and Extension and environment, including soil,
USDA Strategic Objective [Environment. education to improve Integrated air and water through research,
6.1: Protect Watershed management of soil, air, education and extension
ealth to Ensure Clean and and water to support |activities.
Abundant Water production of food,
forests and fiber).
"[USDA Strategic Objective
'|6.2: Enhance Soil Quality to
" |Maintain Productive
Working Cropland
USDA Strategic Goal 6: |Agency Goal 5:  |Objective 5.1: Research - |Key Outcome 5.1:
Protect and Enhance the  [Protect and Provide science-based Extension Expanded and disseminated
INation’s Natural Resource |[Enhance the knowledge and Higher science-based knowledge for
Base and Environment [Nation’s Natural feducation to improve "~ Education anagement of natural resources
. ' Resource Base and jmanagement of forest and environment, including
[USDA Strategic Objective |[Environment. and range lands. agriculture, forest and rangeland
|6.3: Protect Forests and ' ecosystems through research,
Grazing Lands education and extension
‘ lactivities.
USDA Strategic -
Objective 6.4: Protect and
Enhance Wildlife Habitat to
Benefit Desired, At-Risk
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EXHIBIT 13
COOfERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 1.1:  Expand and Maintain International Export Opportunities
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 1.2:  Support International Economic Development and Trade Capacity Building
Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix
. (On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual FY 2007 Budgetv FY 2008 Estimated
Staff Staff Increase or Staff
Amount Years Amount Years Decrease Amount Years
Strategic Objective 1.1: .
Research $24,543,000 9  $23,453,000 8 -$3,902,000  $19,551,000 8
Education 2,012,000 1 2,109,000 | 1 75000 2,034,000 1
Extension 14,412,000 5 14,412,000 5  -671,000 13,741,000 5
Integrated 1,105,000 0 1,121,000 0 -1,121,000 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 1.1 42,072,000 15 41,095,000 14 -5,769,000 35,326,000 14
Strategic Objective 1.2 .
Research 6,092,000 2 5,984,000 2 -45,000 5,939,000 2
Education 502,000 0 528,000 0 -19,000 509,000 0
v Integrated 0 0 0 0 +$1,990,000 1,990,000 0
Total, Strategic Objective 1.2 6,594,000 2 6,512,000 2 +1,926,000 8,438,000 2
Total Available 48,666,000 - 17 47,607,000 16 -3,843,000 43,764,000 16
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STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 2.1:  Expand Domesﬁc Market Opmn@ities
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 2.2: Increase the Efficiency of Domestic Agricultural Production and Marketing Systems
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE2.3: Provide Risk Management and Financial Tools to Farmers and Ranchers
Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix
(On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual FY 2007 Budget : FY 2008 Estimated
. Staff Staff Increase or Staff
Amount Years Amount Years Decrease Amount Years
Strategic Objective 2.1:
Research $45,912,000 16  $43,669,000 s -$8,299,000  $35,370,000 15
Education 3,517,000 1 3,689,000 1 ‘ -132,000 3,557,000 1
Extension 26,169,000 9 26,169,000 11 -1,300,000 24,869,000 11
Integrated 663,000 0 673000 0 -673,000 0 0
Mandatory 3,000,000 0 3,000,000 0 0 3,000,000 0
" Total, Strategic Objective 2.1, 79,261,000 26 77,200,000 27 -10404,000 66,796,000 27
Stn@jecﬁye 2.2:
Research 189,985,000 65 186,721,000 63 34,038,000 152,683,000 63
Education 12,058,000 4 12,645,000 5 -452,000 12,193,000 5
Extension 45,105,000 16 45,105,000 18 -4,375,000 40,730,000 18
Integrated 7,567,000 1 7,679,000 0 -7,679,000 0 0
Section 2501 5,940,000 2 5,681,000 2 +1,249,000 6,930,000 2
Total, Strategic Objjective 22 260,655,000 88 257,831,000 88 -45,295,060 212,536,000 88
Strategic Objective 2.3:
Research 14,507,000 5 13,736,000 7 -3,688,000 10,048,000 7
Education 2,012,000 A 1 2,109,000 1 -75,000 2,034,000 1
Extension 3’0,228,000 9 30,228,000 12 -1,404,000 28,824,000 12
Integrated 55,000 0 56000 0 -56,000 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 2.3 46,802,000 15 46,129,000 20 5223000 40,906,000 20
Total Available 386,718,000 129 381,160,000 135 -60,922,000 320,238,000 135
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" Selected Accomplishments Expected at the FY 2008 Proposed Resource Level:

Enhance International Competitiveness of American Agriculture

Key Outcome 1.1 Expected Accomplishment: Research and education activities in the areas of agricultural
marketing and alternative farming methods will provide outreach and potential alternative marketing
opportunities to farmers and ranchers. Land-grant university extension use of information technology will
provide farmers and ranchers with the education and tools they need to become more competitive, increase
their income levels, and become economically more viable. In addition, curricula innovations will prepare
future graduates for emerging employment opportunities. Focused efforts to utilize the knowledge and
expertise of U.S. scientists and educators will also strengthen the capacity of i mstltutlons in other regions of
the developing world.

Key Outcome 1.2 Expected Accomplishment: International Science and Education grant projects are
expected to enhance the international content of curricula; ensure that faculty work beyond the U.S. and
bring lessons learned back home; promote international research partnerships; enhance the use and
application of foreign technologies in the U.S.; and strengthen the role that colleges and universities play in
maintaining U.S. competitiveness.

" Grants to higher education institutions will train students at the baccalaureate, masters and doctorate level
to expand human capital development in emerging areas (i.e. biotechnology, food systems, economics and
marketing, etc.). As a result, workforce ready graduates with core competencies in sustainable sciences
‘will be able to respond to the national needs in the Economics and Trade arena through the Higher

" Education Multicultural Scholars Program and the Food and Agricultural Science National Needs Graduate
and Post Graduate Fellowship Grants Program.

Enhance the Competitiveness and Sustainabilig of Rural and Farm Economies

Key Outcome 1.3 Expected Accomplishment: Funding will be used to a) generate original fundamental
knowledge on the development of new processes and new or improved food and nonfood products through
basic research, including research on biofuels and on functional food nutrition; b) develop new processes
and value added food and nonfood products through applied research; ¢) conduct outreach programs for the
commercialization of new processes and products developed and demonstrate the use of new products; and
d) provide leadership in the delivery of research-based knowledge through extension, outreach, and
information dissemination to strengthen the capacity of public and private declswn makers impacting
agriculture.

The Higher Education Challenge Grants Program has recently added an emphasis area on innovative
undergraduate instruction methods to promote the importance of biorenewable resource management.
Funded projects in Iowa and North Carolina will lead in establishing virtual education centers where,
online, other faculty can find resources to develop and deliver improved undergraduate coursework
promoting biorenewable resources management.

Key Outcome 1.4 Expected Accomplishment: The Trade Adjustment and Assistance Program will help
agricultural producers and fishermen adjust to foreign import competition; will assist producers in
obtaining information regarding the feasibility and desirability of substituting alternative commodities for
the adversely affected agricultural commodity; and will provide technical assistance to improve the
competitiveness of the production and marketing of the adversely affected producer. The program will
provide technical information and advice to farmers and fishermen to provide them with risk management
information that can help them become more competitive in the marketplace.

Key Outcome 1.5 Expected Accomplishment: Functional genomics of corn and other key crops will result
in: S . '
o Increased training of young scientists at the interface of modern sequencing technologies and

bioinformatics, and promote increased participation by members of underrepresented groups;
o Increased the efficiency of breeding programs;
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e Streamlined delivery of new traits, e.g. higher photosynthetic activity, and increased fertilizer
utilization; '

e  Discovery and enhancement of the mnate properties of corn, e.g. drought tolerance, disease
resistance, and hybrid vigor;

e Recognition and understanding of the traits that will allow corn to be an ideal crop for food and
feed, e.g. low phytate corn, improved amino acid profile, control of mycotoxins; fuel and
industrial uses, e.g. quality and quantity; and

e Decreased adverse environmental impact of production farming, e.g. water quality/quantity,
pesticide application.

CSREES will fund approximately 30 grants to institutions offering graduate level courses in the food and
agricultural sciences under the Higher Education Challenge Grants Program to strengthen MSlevel courses
in these sciences. The Alaska-Native Serving and Native-Hawaiian Serving Institutions Education Grants
Program will fund 6 to 15 single and consortium Alaska-Native Serving and Native Hawaiian-Serving
institutions to increase the number of minority students participating in the workforce. Additional projects

“will be funded at 1890 Land Grant Institutions through a variety of funding mechanisms.

Means and Strategies

CSREES supports the base programs of State Agricultural Experiment Stations and the Cooperative
Extension System nationwide at land-grant universities. As USDA’s primary extramural research agency,
CSREES provides working funds to researchers at institutions of higher education all over the United
States. These research programs benefit all Americans.

‘CSREES helps ensure that a high-quality higher education infrastructure will be available at the nation’s
land-grant universities to address national needs, and it uses the infrastructure of scientific expertise from
these and other colleges and universities, and also of public and private laboratories, to partner in
addressing national priorities. o

Means

Funding in FY 2008 will support Strategic Goals 1 and 2 by:

1) Increasing American agriculture’s ability to compete worldwide by fostering international research
collaboration,

2) Helping to build commercially adaptable processes that convert biomass to fuels through
developing cost effective biochemical or thermochemical technologies,

3) Increasing rural America’s capabilities to handle disasters,

4) Increasing minority higher educatlon and the minority workforce in the food and agricultural
sciences, and,

5) Increasing the number of socially disadvantaged minority farmers and ranchers who are able to
successfully participate in USDA Farm Programs.

Funds provided by Section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (FACT,
Section 2501) are needed to enhance the ability of minority and small farmers and ranchers to operate
farming or ranching enterprises independently and produce income adequate to service debt, maintain
operations, and provide a reasonable life style. The provision of funds from Section 2501 supports
educational institutions and community-based orgamzatxons to encourage and assist socially disadvantaged
farmers and ranchers to own and operate farms, participate in agricultural programs, and become an
integral part of the agricultural community.

The CSREES Workforce plan reflects recent organizational changes and management improvements, helps
the agency effectively forecast needs for recruiting and selecting new personnel, and for retraining or
restructuring the current workforce. To continue effective administration of its Federal assistance
programs, CSREES will focus on the transition to e-grants, as well as to other e-Government activities, and
the impact this will have on employees’ needs for training as the agency transforms to an electronic
enterprise. This budget will provide resources for CSREES implementation of training and other actions in
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its Workforce Plan and will result in more emphasis on program planning and evaluation, post-award
management, and improved relationships with partners and stakeholders through customer service.

Strategies

Information Technology investments in the Research, Education, and Economics Information System
(REEIS) and Current Research Information System (CRIS) will enable greater accountability by providing
information on Goal 1 accomplishments, outcomes and impacts. OMB designated the Presidential
Initiative E-Grants system, Grants.gov, to be the common electronic application and reporting system. The
Government Paperwork Elimination Act v

(P.L. 105-277, Title VII) (GPEA) required CSREES to provide for the optional electronic maintenance,
submission, or disclosure of information, when practicable as a substitute for paper and for the use of
electronic signatures. In addition to legal requirements, the university community has expressed a strong
desire for Federal research agencies to support electronic grant activities through the Grants.gov as soon as
possible. Currently, CSREES receives approximately 6,000 proposals annually, resulting in about 2,000
grants and cooperative agreements. In 2006 CSREES has already received over 700 proposals -
electronically. CSREES anticipates receiving 95 percent or more of its proposals electronically in 2007.
CSREES continues to develop and enhance the capability to receive, process, and award proposals
electronically, including electronic distribution to reviewers worldwide, and support for electronic financial
and technical reporting on awards. ’ :

Deployment of complex systems does not occur without some unexpected difficulties and evolving Federal
requirements. CSREES developed and deployed systems rapidly to meet the. GPEA deadline; the systems
will need enhancements to make them more functional and reliable, and to meet changing requirements.
CSREES is moving from paper to electronic processing to realize further improvements in efficiency and
effectiveness and is actively working with the National Science Foundation on the Grants Line of Business
to further leverage efficiencies in electronic grants processing.

IT investments in the REEIS and CRIS systems will enable greater accountability by providing information
'on accomplishments, outcomes and impacts in this goal.
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Expand Economic Opportunities by Using USDA Financial Resources to Leverage

Private Sector Resources and Create Opportunities for Growth

Improve the Quality of Life Through USDA Financing of Quality Housing,

Utilities, and Needed Community Facilities

Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix

Modern

(On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual | FY 2007 Budget FY 2008 Estimated
Staff Increase or Staff

Amount Years - Amount Years Decrease Amount Years
Strategic Objective 3.1:
Research $38,060,000 14 $33,354,000 4 -$14,681,000 - $18,673,000 4
Education 3,014,000 1 3,161,000 1 -112,000 3,049,000 1
Extension 54,480,000 19 54,480,000 22 -2,531,000 51,949,060 ‘22
Total, Strategic Objective 3.1 95,554,000 34 90,995,000 27 -17,324,000 73,671,000 27
Strategic Objective 3.2:
Research 14,678,000 5 14,578,000 1 -552,000 14,026,000 12
Education 5,526,000 2 5,796,000 2 -207,000 5,589,000 2
Extension 79,444,000 29 79,444,000 32 -3,390,000 76,054,000 32
Integrated 3,314,000 1 3,363,000 1 1,985,000 1,378,000 1
Total, Strategic Objective 3.2 102,962,000 3 103,181,000 47 -6,134,000 97,047,000 e
Total, Available 198,516,000 71 194,176,000 74 -23,458,000 170,718,000 74
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Selected Accomplishments Expected at the FY 2008 Proposed Resource Level:

Support Increased Economic Opportunities and Improved Quality of Life in Rural America

Key Outcome 2.1 Expected Accomplishment: A revitalized rural workforce, with upgraded skills, will
attract employers to relocate to smaller towns and rural areas. Employers will migrate to smaller towns and
rural areas to take advantage of the skilled rural workforce that costs less due to lower costs of living.
Increased investments in programs will increase the number of skilled workers in rural areas.

Key Outcome 2.2 Expected Accomplishment: The Sustainable Community Innovation Grants Program
will competitively fund new projects that pursue local strategies to link sound farm and non-farm economic
development with agricultural and natural resource management. Proposals are solicited that will increase

. knowledge, build capacity, and make connections among on- and off-farm sustainable agriculture activities,

economic and community development efforts, civic engagement, nutrition and health, and local
government policy. :

Identify and support creative and innovative approaches to eXtension through a competitive process.
Deploy the valuable information and education that the Cooperative Extension Service has to offer.

The electronic deployment of “Growing a Nation, The History of American Agriculture,” will be

_ supplemented by teacher workshops throughout the country. As a result, students will learn about the
history and importance of agriculture in their lives. The program will also serve as‘a mechanism to '
introduce students to the agricultural sciences and highlight the importance of agriculture in the U.S. and
world economies. :

Means and Strategies
Means

The national New Technologies for Agricultural Extension (NTAE) network will capitalize on the
research-based information, education, and guidance that is available in U.S. states and territories gaining
multi-state efficiencies and incorporating expertise in different locations offering high quality, anywhere-
anytime information that is co-branded with states and county offices. The NTAE network will be a quality
source of unbiased, peer-reviewed, and research-based information and education that is conveniently
available in multiple digital formats. Cooperation across the system and use of standards both in terms of
content and technology will enable efficient, consistent, and high quality programming, and provide users,
including large segments of the population that previously have not been customers, with access to the best
expertise of extension across the nation. The NTAE includes: 1) A national web-based information/
education system with access to certificate/credit courses, individual learning modules, diagnostics and
decision-support tools, as well as frequently asked questions and “ask the expert” features in such areas as
food safety, homeland security, and financial planning; 2) Consistent standards for defining the nature and
format of concise, trustworthy, easy-to-use, and accessible information so that information can be shared,
duplicative efforts through the extension system can be reduced, quality can be ensured and flexibility
maintained to accommodate new and yet-to-be-developed technologies; and 3) Strategies for an NTAE
system that take full advantage of current intellectual and other resources, and that allow for continuous
change ax‘ld improvement.

Therefore, CSREES is requesting funds to continue the implementation of the eXtension Initiative as part
of New Technologies for Agricultural Extension activities to offer Americans unparalleled access to
scientifically-derived and unbiased information through a highly interactive virtual learning environment
available on the Internet, and responding to the cultural change of how people are seeking information and
education. .

The CSREES Workforce plan reflects recent organizational changes and maﬁagement improvements, helps
the agency effectively forecast needs for recruiting and selecting new personnel, and for retraining or
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' ~ restructuring the current workforce. To continue effective administration of its Federal assistance

programs, CSREES will focus on the transition to e-grants, as well as to other e-Government activities, and
the impact this will have on employees’ needs for training as the agency transforms to an electronic
enterprise. This budget will provide resources for CSREES implementation of training and other actions in
its Workforce Plan and will result in more emphasis on program planning and evaluation, post-award
management, and improved relationships with partners and stakeholders through customer service.

Strategies

OMB designated the Presidential Initiative E-Grants system, Grants.gov, to be the common electronic
application and reporting system. The Government Paperwork Elimination Act (P.L. 105-277, Title VII)
(GPEA) required CSREES to provide for the optional electronic maintenance, submission, or disclosure of
information, when practicable as a substitute for paper and for the use of electronic signatures. In addition
to legal requirements, the university community has expressed a strong desire for Federal research agencies
to support electronic grant activities through the Grants.gov as soon as possible. Currently, CSREES
receives approximately 6,000 proposals annually, resulting in about 2,000 grants and cooperative
agreements. In 2006 CSREES has already received over 700 proposals electronically. CSREES
“anticipates receiving 95 percent or more of its proposals electronically in 2007. CSREES continues to
develop and enhance the capability to receive, process, and award proposals electronically, including
electronic distribution to reviewers worldwide, and support for electronic financial and technical reporting
on awards. ’

Deployment of complex systems does not occur without some unexpected difficulties and evolving Federal
requirements. CSREES developed and deployed systems rapidly to meet the GPEA deadline; the systems
will need enhancements to make them more functional and reliable, and to meet changing requirements.
CSREES is moving from paper to electronic processing to realize further improvements in efficiency and
effectiveness and is actively working with the National Science Foundation on the Grants Line of Business
to further leverage efficiencies in electronic grants processing.

IT investments in the REEIS and CRIS systems will enable greater accountablllty by providing information
on accomplishments, outcomes and impacts in this goal.
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STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 4.1:  Reduce the Incidence of Foodborne Illnesses Related to Meat, Poultry,
and Egg Products in the U.S.
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 4.2:  Reduce the Number and Severity of Agricultural Pést and Disease Outbreaks
Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix
(On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual FY 2007 Budget FY 2008 Estimated
~ Staff Staff Increase or Staff
Amount Years Amount Years  Decrease Amount Years
Strategic Objective 4.1: :
Research $38,612,000 14 $35,388,000 10 -$8,834,000 $27,054,000 10
Education 2,512,000 1 2,635,000 1 -95,000 2,540,000 1
Extension 20,386,000 8 20,386,000 8 -948,000 19,438,000 8
Integrated 3,701,000. 0 3,924,000 0 -3,924,000 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 4.1 65,211,000 23 62,833,000 - 19 -13,801,000 49,032,000 19
Strategic Objective 4.2:
Research 133,430,000 49 129,559,000 52 . +24,000 129,583,000 52
Education 5,525,000 2 5,794,000 4 +4,794,000 10,588,000 4
Extension 14,078,000 6 14,078,000 6 +596,000 14,674,000 6
Integrated 20,050,000 4 20,179,000 3 -3,427,000 16,752,000 3
: Total, Strategic Objective 4.2 173,083,000 61 | 169,610,000 65 +1,987,000 171,597,000 65
Total, Available 238,294,000 84 232,443,000 84  -11,814,000 220,629,000 84
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Selected Accomplishments Expected at the FY 2008 Proposed Resource Level:
Enhance Protection and Safety of the Nation’s Agriculture and Food Supply

Key Outcome 3.1 Expected Acéomplishment: CSREES will sponsor National Research Initiative food
safety projects specifically targeting emerging issues in food and agricultural defense; and will increase
focus on projects dealing with nanotechnology for functional foods and food safety.

Key Outcome 3.2 Expected Accomplishment: In addition to continuing risk reductions and increased
efficiencies of traditional CSREES Integrated Pest Management Programs, the National Plant Diagnostic
Network expects to make significant progress, which builds on past accomplishments and includes:

e Increasing the ability of laboratories in all 50 States to rapidly and accurately diagnose plant
pathogens of regional and national interest through improved diagnostic equipment, training, and
methods; ‘

e Improving the biocontainment, biosafety, and biosecurity of regional diagnostic centers and other
partner laboratories;

¢ Increasing the utilization of non-public National Agricultural Pest Information Systems data for
the early detection of bio-terrorism related, accidental, or natural outbreaks that have the potential
to threaten the nation’s plant resources, trade position, or consumer confidence.

Means and Strategies

Means

The U.S. agricultural system has become increasingly vulnerable to accidental and intentionally-introduced
animal and plant pests and pathogens, suffering economic losses of over $130 billion annually. Education,
research, and extension activities help states and territories develop the capacity to detect and combat
invasive species by adopting sustainable pest management practices. More focus is needed on the
development of technology and management strategies that will lead to improved detection, early
identification, control, and prevention strategies for agricultural diseases and pests that threaten the
economic viability of agricultural production and the food supply. CSREES-supported research is a
primary source of information on exotic and invasive pests, leading to the development of methods and
practices to prevent or control outbreaks. Our partners develop methods to detect current and emerging
pests and diseases, and develop effective means for prevention and control. Through extension, producers
gain an understanding of threats from diseases and pests, and learn effective and efficient means of control
of economically significant pests, pathogens and diseases.

Therefore, several NRI programs that perform this function are seeking increased funding. Using long

term, systems-level analysis, the Long Term Agroecosystem Research will identify strategies to increase
the economic success and environmental sustainability of agriculture. The National Integrated Pest
Management (IPM) Initiative will consolidate four existing programs into a single comprehensive
competitive grants program, thus allowing greater flexibility, increased program coordination, and
enhanced responsiveness to critical agricultural issues.

Finally, the Food & Agriculture Defense Initiative (FADI) seeks to improve homeland security and ensure
growers can handle additional crops and new pests in an emergency.

The CSREES Workforce plan reflects recent organizational changes and management improvements, helps
the agency effectively forecast needs for recruiting and selecting new personnel, and for retraining or
restructuring the current workforce. To continue effective administration of its Federal assistance
programs, CSREES will focus on the transition to e-grants, as well as to other e-Government activities, and
the impact this will have on employees’ needs for training as the agency transforms to an electronic
enterprise. This budget will provide resources for CSREES implementation of training and other actions in
its Workforce Plan and will result in more emphasis on program planning and evaluation, post-award
management, and improved relationships with partners and stakeholders through customer service.
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~ OMB designated the Presidential Initiative E-Grants system, Grants.gov, to be the common electronic
application and reporting system. The Government Paperwork Elimination Act (P.L. 105-277, Title VII)
(GPEA) required CSREES to provide for the optional electronic maintenance, submission, or disclosure of
information, when practicable as a substitute for paper and for the use of electronic signatures. In addition
to legal requirements, the university community has expressed a strong desire for Federal research agencies
to support electronic grant activities through the Grants.gov as soon as possible. Currently, CSREES
receives approximately 6,000 proposals annually, resulting in about 2,000 grants and cooperative
agreements. In 2006 CSREES received over 700 proposals electronically. CSREES anticipates receiving
95 percent or more of its proposals electronically in 2007. CSREES continues to develop and enhance the
capablhty to receive, process, and award proposals electronically, including electronic distribution to
reviewers worldwide, and support for electronic financial and technical reporting on awards.

Deployment of complex systems does not occur without some unexpected difficulties and evolving Federal
requirements. CSREES developed and deployed systems rapidly to meet the GPEA deadline; the systems
will need enhancements to make them more functional and reliable, and to meet changing requirements.
CSREES is moving from paper to electronic processing to realize further improvements in efficiency and
effectiveness and is actively working with the National Science Foundation on the Grants Line of Business
to further leverage efficiencies in electronic grants processing.

IT investments in the REEIS and CRIS systems will enable greater accountability by prov1d1ng information
on accomplishments, outcomes and impacts in this goal. .
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STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 5.1:  Ensure Access to Nutritious Food
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 5.2:  Promote Healthier Eating Habits and Lifestyles
Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix
(On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual FY 2007 Budget FY 2008 Estimated
Staff Staff Increase or Staff
Amount Years Amount Years Decrease Amount Years
Strategic Objective 5.1:
Research $13,362,000 5 $13,068,000 11 -$1,164,000 $11,904,000 11
" Education 1,509,000 1 1,581,000 1 -56,000 1,525,000 1
Extension 20,737,000 7 20,737,000 7 -963,000 19,774,000 7
Total, Strategic Objective 5.1 35,608,000 13 35,386,000 19 -2,183,000 33,203,000 19
Strategic Objective 5.2:
Research 6,055,000 2 5,933,000 2 -715,000 5,218,000 2
Education 4,521,000 2 4,740,000 2 -170,000 4,570,000 2
Extension 92,070,000 33 92,072,000 38 -2,981,000 89,091,000 38
Integrated 1,103,000 0 1,117,000 0 -1,117,000 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 5.2 103,749,000 37 103,862,000 £ -4,983,000 98,879,000 2
Total, Available 139,357,000 50 139,248,000 61 -7,166,000 132,082,000 61
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Selected Accomplishments Expected at the FY 2008 Proposed Resource Level:
Improve the Nation’s Nutrition and Health

Key Outcome 4.1 Expected Accomplishment: The National Research Initiative expects to provide support
in the area of Human Nutrition for 35 graduate students and 12 postdoctoral fellows. Funding will continue
to provide support for 8-10 Postdoctoral Fellows, and Regional Research Projects will provide support for
65 graduate students.

Key Outcome 4.2 Expected Accomplishment: The Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program

" (EFNEP) geographic coverage will be expanded toward new service areas not previously served by
CSREES. EFNEP reaches out with Nutrition and Food Safety research-based education to low income
eligible families with young children.

Means and Strategies
Means

EFNERP has a proven record of accomplishment in achieving sustainable behavior change via nutrition
education for low income youth and families. Participants have improved nutrition, safer food, better food
resource management practices, and a healthier diet. EFNEP youth participants eat a variety of foods, have
increased nutrition knowledge, increased ability to select low-cost, nutritious foods, and improved practices
in food preparation and safety. Research by partners supplies findings on food and nutrition, but gaps
remain. EFNEP currently operates in only 800 of 3,150 U.S. counties, serving 100,000 families, including
400,000 children, per year.

With sustained funding historically black 1890 Land Grant institutions will acquire resources to implement
EFNEP. Funding will provide new opportunities for educators in minority neighborhoods in any State or
territory to be trained in the Families First-Nutrition Education and Wellness System curriculum developed
by the 1890 Land Grant institutions. :

The CSREES Workforce plan reflects recent organizational changes and management improvements, helps
the agency effectively forecast needs for recruiting and selecting new personnel, and for retraining or
restructuring the current workforce. To continue effective administration of its Federal assistance
programs, CSREES will focus on the transition to e-grants, as well as to other e-Government activities, and
the impact this will have on employees’ needs for training as the agency transforms to an electronic
enterprise. This budget will provide resources for CSREES implementation of training and other actions in
its Workforce Plan and will result in more emphasis on program planning and evaluation, post-award
management, and improved relationships with partners and stakeholders through customer service.

Strategies

OMB designated the Presidential Initiative E-Grants system, Grants.gov, to be the common electronic
application and reporting system. The Government Paperwork Elimination Act (P.L. 105-277, Title VII)
-(GPEA) required CSREES to provide for the optional electronic maintenance, submission, or disclosure of
information, when practicable as a substitute for paper and for the use of electronic signatures. In addition
to legal requirements, the university community has expressed a strong desire for Federal research agencies
to support electronic grant activities through the Grants.gov as soon as possible. Currently, CSREES
receives approximately 6,000 proposals annually, resulting in about 2,000 grants and cooperative
agreements. In 2006 CSREES has already received over 700 proposals electronically. CSREES
anticipates receiving 95 percent or more of its proposals electronically in 2007. CSREES continues to
develop and enhance the capability to receive, process, and award proposals electronically, including
electronic distribution to reviewers worldwide, and support for electronic financial and technical reporting
on awards. :
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Deployment of complex systems does not occur without some unexpected difficulties and evolving Federal
requirements. CSREES developed and deployed systems rapidly to meet the GPEA deadline; the systems
will need enhancements to make them more functional and reliable, and to meet changing requirements.
CSREES is moving from paper to electronic processing to realize further improvements in efficiency and
effectiveness and is actively working with the National Science Foundation on the Grants Line of Business
to further leverage efﬁciencies in electronic grants processing.

IT investments in the REEIS and CRIS systems will enable greater accountability by providing mformatlon
on accomplishments, outcomes and impacts in this goal
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 6.1:  Protect Watershed Health to Ensure Clean and Abundant Water

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 6.2: Enhance Soil Quality to Maintain Productive Working Cropland

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 6.3: Protect Forests and Grazing Lands

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 6.4:  Protect and Enhance Wildlife Habitat to Benefit Desired, At Risk and Declining Species

Summary of Objective and Funding Matrix
(On basis of appropriation)
FY 2006 Actual FY 2007 Budget - FY 2008 Estimated
Staff Staff Increase or Staff
Amount Years Amount Years Decrease Amount Years

Strategic Objective 6.1:
Research $39,416,000 14 $37,370,000 18 -$7,503,000  $29,867,000 18
Education 504,000 0 528,000 0 -18,000 510,000 0
Extension 4,472,000 2 4,472,000 3 -100,000 4,37.2,000 3
lTotal, Strategic Objective 6.1 44,392,000 16 42,370,000 21 -7,621,000 34,749,000 21
Strategic Objective 6.2:
Research 32,827,000 11 32,200,000 12 . -2,808,000 29,392,000 12
Education 504,000 0 528,000 0 -19,000 509,000 | 0
Extension 4,472,000 2 4,472,000 3 -99,000 4,373,000 3
Total, Strategic Objective 6.2 37,803,000 13 37,200,000 15 -2,926,000 34,274,000 15
Strategic Objective 6.3:
Research 31,865,000 11 31,228,000 11 . -5,630,000 25,598,000 11
Education 3,264,000 1 3,423,000 1 -122,000 3,301,000 1
Extension 22,671,000 10 22,670,000 9 -1,052,000 21,618,000 9
Integrated 8,838,000 1 8,969,000 0 -8,969,000 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 6.3 66,638,000 23 66,290,000 21 -15,773,000 50,517,000 21
Strategic Objective 6.4:
Research 7,164,000 3 7,205,000 3 -123,000 7,082,000 3
Education 3,264,000 1’ 3,424,000 1 -122,000 3,302,000 1
Extension 22,671,000 10 22,671,000 9 -1,053,000 21,618,000 9
Integrated 8,838,000 1 8,969,000 0 -8,969,000 | 0 0
Total, Strategic Objective 6.4 41,937,000 15 42,269,000 13 -10,267,000 32,002,000 13
Total, Available 190,770,000 67 188,129,000 70 -36,587,000 | 151,542,000 70
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Selected Accomplishments Expected at the FY 2008 Proposed Resource Level:

Protect and Enhance the Nation’s Natural Resource Base and Environment

Key Outcome 5.1 Expected Accomplishment: The Renewable Resources Extension Act and Smith-Lever
funds will continue to support Master Tree Farmer and Master Woodland Stewards and supporting
activities targeted toward private forest landowners.

Key Outcome 5.2 Expected Accomplishment: Six to ten new Water Supply for Agriculture projects will be
competitively funded to focus on water cycle issues.

Means and Strategies

Means

CSREES efforts to help protect and enhance the Nation’s natural resource base and the environment have
focused on soil and water quality, conservation, and resource management, resulting in sustainable high
yields, adoption of resource protecting technologies and best management practices, and in an overall
increase in water supply and quality, reduced erosion, and the sustainable maintenance of soil tilth and

. fertility.

One of the greatest concerns in modern agriculture, particularly in the Western U.S., is the availability of
plentiful, uncontaminated water to support agricultural systems. Competing demands from rapidly growing
urban and suburban areas, coupled with an increase in pollution of surface and groundwater aquifers have
limited the availability of water resources. The requested funds will support fundamental research and
advanced computational modeling of 1) the hydrogeology in agricultural areas and rural communities, 2)
fate, transport and regeneration of water in agricultural aquifers, 3) natural attenuation of contaminants and
water-borne pathogens on agricultural lands, and 4) the impact of climate change on regional water
supplies. The successful outcome of this research is to provide farmers with new tools and approaches for
water conservation and management on agricultural lands.

Therefore, the proposed increase to the National Integrated Water Program will address water reuse,
conservation, and wastewater reuse for agricultural, rural, and urbanizing watersheds. Research is needed
into new and emerging treatment and reuse technologies, such as membrane bioreactors as well as the
socioeconomic impacts of reuse projects. Education and outreach efforts also will be critical for public .
acceptance of this technology and the potential risk posed by water reuse in agriculture.

The CSREES Workforce plan reflects recent organizational changes and management improvements, helps
the agency effectively forecast needs for recruiting and selecting new personnel, and for retraining or
restructuring the current workforce. To continue effective administration of its Federal assistance
programs, CSREES will focus on the transition to e-grants, as well as to other e-Government activities, and
the impact this will have on employees’ needs for training as the agency transforms to an electronic
enterprise. This budget will provide resources for CSREES implementation of training and other actions in
its Workforce Plan and will result in more emphasis on program planning and evaluation, post-award
management, and improved relationships with partners and stakeholders through customer service.

Strategies

OMB designated the Presidential Initiative E-Grants system, Grants.gov, to be the common electronic
application and reporting system. The Government Paperwork Elimination Act (P.L. 105-277, Title VII)
(GPEA) required CSREES to provide for the optional electronic maintenance, submission, or disclosure of
information, when practicable as a substitute for paper and for the use of electronic signatures. In addition
to legal requirements, the university community has expressed a strong desire for Federal research agencies
to support electronic grant activities through the Grants.gov as soon as possible. Currently, CSREES
réceives approximately 6,000 proposals annually, resulting in about 2,000 grants and cooperative
agreements. In 2006 CSREES has already received over 700 proposals electronically. CSREES
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anticipates receiving 95 percent or more of its proposals electronically in 2007. CSREES continues to
develop and enhance the capability to receive, process, and award proposals electronically, including
electronic distribution to reviewers worldwide, and support for electronic financial and technical reporting
on awards.

Deployment of complex systems does not occur without some unexpected difficulties and evolving Federal
requirements. CSREES developed and deployed systems rapidly to meet the GPEA deadline; the systems
will need enhancements to make them more functional and reliable, and to meet changing requirements.
CSREES is moving from paper to electronic processing to realize further improvements in efficiency and
effectiveness and is actively working with the National Science Foundation on the Grants Line of Business
to further leverage efficiencies in electronic grants processing.

IT investments in the REEIS and CRIS systems will enable greater accountability by providing information
on accomplishments, outcomes and impacts in this goal.
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

Summary of Budget Performance
Key Performance Outcomes and Measures

Application of the Research and Development (R&D) Criteria at CSREES

CSREES has established a process for assessing the relevance, quality and performance of a series of
discrete portfolios of work that are defined by their contribution to strategic objectives of the CSREES
Strategic Plan. The results of these assessments are used in program planning, management, and budget
development. Independent, external, expert panels conduct portfolio assessments on a five-year cycle to
determine the extent to which the agency is making progress toward solving targeted national problems.
Self-assessments are conducted annually by agency experts to evaluate progress since the last external,
expert panel. An assessment tool, framed by the three R&D investment criteria, is used by the external,
expert panels and by the self-assessment teams to review the portfolio’s relevance, quality, and
‘performance and assign a quantitative assessment score, which becomes the primary performance measure
for the portfolio. As of FY 2006, all fourteen CSREES portfolios have been evaluated and scored by
external, expert panels and self-assessments are occurring annually. -

CSREES is actively utilizing the results and recommendations from this portfolio evaluation process.
Some of the portfolio reviews identified program gaps and the portfolio teams have initiated strategic
planning exercises in response. CSREES has also shifted personnel and funding in response to the
evaluation results. The agency is also responding with changes in management and reporting processes to
improve future evaluations and become more efficient.

Key outcomes and performance measures under each of the agency’s strategic goals as outlined below:

Goal 1: Enhance Economic Opportunities for Agricultural Producers

~ Key Outcomes:

Agency . Key Outcome
Objective o
Number .
1.1 Increased ability to compete in world markets and increased knowledge of market
principles, alternatives, techniques, and utilization of sustainable farm operations.
12 Expanded international economic development and trade capacity building through (1)

partnerships between U.S. and counterpart faculty in developing or transitioning
countries to strengthen science applications and (2) technical assistance provided to
these countries to support market and agricultural sector development.

1.3 Expanded science-based knowledge and technologies to generate high-quality products
and processes by (1) increasing knowledge of bioenergy and biomass conversion, (2)
creating new commercially viable and marketable alternative crops, and alternative
markets for non-food products from existing crops, and (3) establishing new integrated
research and extension programs and multi-disciplinary graduate education training

programs.
14 Increased producers’ knowledge of principles and techniques of risk management.
1.5 Increased efficiency of the agricultural production system by (1) expanding information

to model feed utilization for animal species, (2) releasing new or improved varieties or
germplasm with enhanced pest or disease resistance, (3) further understanding the
biological role of gene sequences in plants, animals, microbes and insects, (4)
strengthening Masters degree level courses in the food and agricultural sciences,
particularly at minority-serving institutions, (5) increasing the number of minority
students participating in the workforce by funding minority-serving projects at Hispanic
Serving Institutions, 1890 institutions, 1994 institutions, Alaska-Native Serving, Native-
Hawaiian Serving institutions, and (6) increasing the number of socially disadvantaged
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minority farmers and ranchers who are knowledgeable, eligible, and participating in
USDA Farm Programs.

Key Performance Measures:

a. Primary Performance Measure: Portfolio Review Score. Portfolios of projects are assessed by experts
on an annual (internal experts) and 5-year basis (external experts) to determine progress toward solving

targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals.

b. NRI-Bioenergy Biobased Fuels from Agriculture: Develop new processes to increase use of

transportation fuels from biomass.

c. NRI-Disaster Resilience in Rural and Agriculturally-based Communities: Develop preparedness and
response options for rural communities.

d. Hatch Act: We expect 20 multi-state grants to be awarded in FY 2008.

Key Performance Targets:

Performance Measure 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
' Actual | Actual | Actual Actual Target Target
Primary Performance Measure
a. Units: The reviews assessed the
portfolios based on the OMB R&D criteria
of relevance, quality & performance. They N/A 76 80 81 82 83
are then assigned an overall quantitative
score from 1-100.
b. Units: New Processes to increase use
of transportation fuels from biomass N/A N/A 3 5 5 19
¢. Units: Number of preparedness and
response options developed for rural
communities N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5
d. Units: Multi-State Grants 0 0 0 0 20 20
Goal 2: Support Increased Economic Opportunities and Improved Quality of Life in Rural America
Key Outcomes:
Agency Key Outcome
Objective
Number
2.1 Expanded economic opportunities in rural America and increased knowledge pertaining
to economic diversification, community planning, service infrastructure, local
government, youth/adult workforce planning, and civic engagement through innovative
integrated research and extension projects targeted to regional business, economic and
business development.
22 Increased knowledge among county-based staff to enable them to provide advice
' pertaining to economic and business development planning; the legal basis for land use;
multi-modal transportation; downtown revitalization; farmland and open space
preservation strategies; and local government finances. Electronic deployment of
science-based extension information and education, including the delivery of for-credit
college level courses in science disciplines.
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Key Performance Measures:-

Primary Performance Measure: Portfolio Review Score. Portfolios of projects are assessed by experts on
an annual (internal experts) and 5-year basis (external experts) to determine progress toward solving
targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals. :

Key Performance Targets:

Perforhlance Measure 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

Actual | Actual | Actual Actual Target Target

Primary Performance Measure

Units: The reviews assessed the portfolios
based on the OMB R&D criteria of
relevance, quality & performance. They are
then assigned an overall quantitative score
from 1-

100.

N/A N/A N/A 82 83 84

Goal 3: Enhance Protection and Safety of the Nation’s Agriculture and Food Supply

Key Outcomes:

Agency
Objective
Number

Key Outcome

3.1

Reduced incidence or prevalence of food borne illnesses and contaminants through
increased knowledge and/or the development of mitigation, intervention, or prevention
strategies via research or integrated research, education, and extension projects in the
following food safety areas: pre-harvest food production and transportation, post-
harvest processing and distribution, retail preparation and distribution, and consumer
preparation, consumption, and behavior.

32

Expanded science-based information and technologies and reduced number and severity
of agricultural pest and disease outbreaks through (1) connection and data exchange
among National Plant and Animal Disease Diagnostic Networks, (2) increased resource
efficiency and decreased economic risk regarding the adoption of sustainable pest
management tactics, (3) developed capacity to minimize or mitigate occupational and
non-occupational human health risks associated with pest management, and (4)

increased capacity in minimizing or mitigating environmental risk associated with pest
management.

Key Performance Measures:

a.

Primary Performance Measure: Portfolio Review Score. Portfolios of projects are assessed by experts
on an annual (internal experts) and 5-year basis (external experts) to determine progress toward solving
targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals.

NRI-Long Term Agro-Ecosystem Research: Establish a project.

NRI-National Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Initiative: In FY 2008, we expect that an IPM tactic’
and an IPM practice will be adopted. In addition, we expect that 10 new crop profiles, 5 new pest
alerts, and a new regional or national training program.

Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative: We expect there will be 5 new tools and approaches

available to growers for additional crops and pests.
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Performance Measure 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Actual | Actual | Actual | Actual Target | Target
Primary Performance Measure
a. Units: The reviews assessed the
portfolios based on the OMB R&D criteria
of relevance, quality & performance. They
are then assigned an overall quantitative
score from 1-100. N/A N/A 86 86 87 87
b. Units: Projects established N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 1
c. Units: Number of new IPM tactics
adopted N/A N/A N/A 1 1 1
Units: Number of new IPM practices :
adopted ' N/A N/A N/A 1 1 1
Units: Number of new crop profiles N/A N/A N/A 10 10 10
Units: Number of new pest alerts N/A N/A N/A 5 5 5
Units: Number of new regional or '
national training programs N/A N/A N/A 1 1 1
d: Number of new tools and approaches
available to growers for additional crops
and pests ' N/A- N/A N/A N/A 2 5
.Goal 4: Improve the Nation’s Nutrition and Health
Key Outcomes:
Agency Key Outcome
Objective .
Number
4.1 : Increased understanding of the relationship between diet, nutrition, and health.
42 Reduced proportion of adult participants age 20 years and older who are obese, and of
children and adolescents who are obese and overweight by increasing healthier food
choices and lifestyles.

Key Performance Measures:

Primary Performance Measure: Portfolio Review Score. Portfolios of projects are assessed by experts on

an annual (internal experts) and 5-year basis (external experts) to determine progress toward solving

targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals
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Key Performance Targets:

Performance Measure 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Actual | Actual | Actual Actual Target

2008
Target

Primary Performance Measure

Units: The reviews assessed the portfolios
based on the OMB R&D criteria of
relevance, quality & performance. They are
then assigned an overall quantitative score
from 1-100. N/A N/A N/A 86 87

88

Goal 5: Protect and Enhance the Nation’s Natural Resource Base and Environment

Key Outcomes:

Agency - Key Outcome
Objective
Number
51 - Expanded and disseminated science-based knowledge for management of natural

resources and environment, including agriculture, forest and rangeland ecosystems
| through research, education and extension activities.

5.2 Expanded and disseminated science-based knowledge for management of natural

and extension activities.

resources and environment, including soil, air and water through research, education -

Key Performance Measures:

a Primary”Performance Measure: Portfolio Review Score. Portfolios of projects are assessed by experts
on an annual (internal experts) and 5-year basis (external experts) to determine progress toward solving

targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals.

b. McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry: We expect 3 competitive, multi-state/multi-institution projects

in FY 2008.

Key Performance Tar, ets: )

Performance Measure 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Actual | Actual | Actual | Actual Target | Target

Primary Performance Measure : ,
a. Units: The reviews assessed the

portfolios based on the OMB R&D criteria

of relevance, quality & performance. They

are then assigned an overall quantitative

score from 1-100. N/A N/A 79 80 81 82
b." Units: Competitive/multi-state/multi- ~

institution projects 0 0 0 0 3 3

PART ASSESSMENTS

CSREES conducts PART reviews based on portfolio performance by goal. Portfolios of projects are

assessed by experts on an annual (internal experts) and S-year basis (external experts) to determine progress
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toward solving targeted national problems reflected in the agency and department goals. The PART review
schedule by goal follows:

Goal 1-Enhance Economic Opportunities for Agricultural Producers was PARTed by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) in FY 2004, receiving a score of “moderately effective” from OMB. Key
findings and actions that have been taken to address them are:

A portion of the programs are earmarked through Congressional appropriations to a spec:ﬁc
location and purpose. However, it was recognized that the agency subjects proposals for earmarks
to a strong, internal merit-review process, and will withhold funding until any concerns are
adequately addressed. Further, the agency continues to emphasize the competitive process in its
budget requests.

Program Results/Accountability was given a score of 58 percent because of the nascent state of
performance measurement and evaluation for the program. CSREES has since accumulated more
data for the performance measures, has developed additional long-term measures, and has
continued internal assessments of the program on an annual basis.

Goal 2-Support Increased Economic Opportunities and improved Quality of Life in Rural America was
PARTed by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) in FY 2006, receiving a score of “effective”
from OMB. Key findings and actions that have been taken to address them are:

A portion of the programs are earmarked through Congressional appropriations to a speclﬁc
location and purpose. However, it was recognized that the agency subjects proposals for earmarks
to a strong, internal merit-review process, and will withhold funding until any concerns are
adequately addressed. Further, the agency continues to emphasize the competitive process in its
budget requests.

The program received a "large extent" because it could was too early to determine the extent to
which the portfolio review score was on track to meet its FY 2011 target. CSREES will continue
to evaluate the program on an annual basis and will track the results against the target, taking

corrective action as necessary.

Goal 3-Enhance Protection and Safety of the Nation’s Agriculture and Food Supply was PARTed by the
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) in FY 2005, receiving a score of “moderately effective” from
OMB. Key findings and actions that have been taken to address them are:

Annual measures are established but long term measures are in the process. of being assessed

- CSREES now has long term measures for this program in place.

The Budget justification does not clearly link the impact of funding decisions on key performance
measures. CSREES is continuing to improve its budget submissions to clearly link the impact of
funding decisions to results. Agency decision makers have made changes to allocation of
resources and in budget requests as a result of the portfolio evaluation process and PART.

The program received a “small extent” because it only met its two efficiency measure targets. The
third, which is the portfolio review, and over time will affect its long term portfolio review
measure. CSREES completed its internal annual assessment on this Goal for 2006. CSREES will
continue to evaluate the program on an annual basis and will track the results against the target,
taking corrective action as necessary.

The answer received a "small extent" because no study was provided to show a. direct comparison
between this program and other similar ones. However, the Agency has solicited panel members
from universities, agencies, and the private sector entities with similar purposes and goals to
conduct independent external assessments of the agency portfolios. The high score from their
independent and expert assessment as measured by the R&D criteria of relevance, quality and
performance, is testimony to the strength of the CSREES programs relative to programs with
similar goals.
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Goal 4-Improve the Nation’s Nutrition and Health was PARTed by the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) in FY 2006, receiving a score of “effective” from OMB. No key findings were reported.

Goal 5-Protect and Enhance the Nation’s Natural Resource Base and Environment was PARTed by the
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) in FY 2005, receiving a score of “moderately effective” from
OMB. Key findings and actions that have been taken to address them are:

Since the long term performance measures are newly developed, there is no evidence of achieving
targets. CSREES is tracking progress on all performance measures as data becomes available.
The Budget justification does not clearly link the impact of funding decisions on key performance
measures. CSREES is continuing to improve its budget submissions to clearly link the impact of
funding decisions to results. Agency decision makers have made changes to allocation of
resources and in budget requests as a result of the portfolio evaluation process and PART.

The answer received a "small extent" because no study was provided to show a direct comparison
between this program and other similar ones. However, the Agency has solicited panel members
from universities, agencies, and the private sector entities with similar purposes and goals to
conduct independent external assessments of the agency portfolios. The high score from their
independent and expert assessment as measured by the R&D criteria of relevance, quality and
performance, is testimony to the strength of the CSREES programs relative to programs with
similar goals. '
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Expand and Maintain International Export Opportunities

2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $23,561 $22,515 $18,769
Administrative (Direct Costs) 627 599 499
Indirect Costs 355 339 283
Total Costs 24,543 23,453 19,551
FTE's 9 8 8
Education Program 1,932 2,025 1,953
Administrative (Direct Costs) 51 54 52
Indirect Costs 29 30 29
Total Costs 2,012 2,109 - 2,034
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 13,836 13,836 13,191
Administrative (Direct Costs) 369 369 352
Indirect Costs 207 207 198
Total Costs 14,412 14,412 13,741
FTE's 5 5 5
Integrated Program 1,061 1,076 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 28 29 0
Indirect Costs 16 16 0
Total Costs 1,105 1,121 0
FTE's 0 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 1.1
(program, direct, indirect) 42,072 41,095 35,326
FTE's 15 14 14
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Support International Economic Development and Trade Capacity Building
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $5,848 $5,745 $5,701
Administrative (Direct Costs) 155 152 - 151
Indirect Costs 89 87 87
Total Costs 6,092 5,984 5,939
FTE's 2 2 2
Education Program 482 507 489
Administrative (Direct Costs) : 13 13 13
Indirect Costs 7 8 7
Total Costs 502 528 509
FTE's . 0 0 0
Integrated Program 0 0 1,910
Administrative (Direct Costs) 0 0 51
Indirect Costs 0 0 29
Total Costs 0 0 1,990
FTE's 0 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 1.2
(program, direct, indirect) 6,594 6,512 8,438
FTE's 2 2 2
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 2.1: Expand Domestic Market Opportunities
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items (5000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $44,076 $41,922 $33,955
Administrative (Direct Costs) 1,174 1,117 905
Indirect Costs 662 - 630 510
Total Costs 45912 43,669 35,370
FTE's 16 15 15
Education Program 3,376 3,541 3,415
Administrative (Direct Costs) 90 95 91
Indirect Costs 51 53 51
Total Costs 3,517 3,689 3,557
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 25,122 25,122 23,874
Administrative (Direct Costs) 670 670 637
Indirect Costs 377 377 358
Total Costs 26,169 26,169 24,869
FTE's 9 11 11
Integrated Program 636 646 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 17 17 0
Indirect Costs ' 10 10 0
Total Costs 663 673 0
FTE's 0 0 0
Mandatory (Organic) Program 2,880 2,880 2,880
Administrative (Direct Costs) 77 77 77
Indirect Costs 43 43 43
Total Costs 3,000 3,000 3,000
FTE's 0 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 2.1
(program, direct, indirect) 79,261 77,200 66,796
FTE's 26 27 27
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FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

Strategic Objective 2.2: Increase the Efficiency of Domestic Agricultural Production
and Marketing Systems :
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Items (3000) (5000) ($000)
Research Program $182,386 $179,252 $146,576
Administrative (Direct Costs) 4,862 4,779 3,907
Indirect Costs 2,737 2,690 2,200
Total Costs 189,985 186,721 152,683
FTE's 65 63 63
Education. Program 11,576 12,139 11,705
Administrative (Direct Costs) 308 324 312
Indirect Costs 174 182 176
Total Costs 12,058 12,645 12,193
FTE's . 4 5 5
Extension Program 43,301 43,301 39,101
Administrative (Direct Costs) 1,155 1,155 1,043
Indirect Costs 649 649 586
Total Costs 45,105 45,105 40,730
FTE's- 16 18 18
Integrated Program 7,264 7,372 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 194 196 0
Indirect Costs 109 111 0
Total Costs 7,567 7,679 0
FTE's 1 0 0
Section 2501 Program 5,702 5,454 6,653
' Administrative (Direct Costs) 152 145 177
Indirect Costs 86 82 100
Total Costs 5,940 5,681 6,930
FTE's 2 2 2
Total Costs for Objective 2.2
(program, direct, indirect) 260,655 257,831 212,536
FTE's 88 88 88
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 2.3: Provide Risk Management and Financial Tools to Farmers and Ranchers
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) (3000) (5000)
Research Program $13,927 $13,187 $9,646
' Administrative (Direct Costs) 370 350 256
Indirect Costs 210 199 146
Total Costs 14,507 13,736 10,048
FTE's 5 7 7
Education Program 1,932 2,025 1,953
Administrative (Direct Costs) 51 54 52
Indirect Costs 29 30 29
Total Costs 2,012 2,109 2,034
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 29,019 29,019 27,671
Administrative (Direct Costs) 774 774 738
Indirect Costs 435 435 415
Total Costs 30,228 30,228 28,824
FTE's 9 12 12
Integrated Program 53 54 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 1 1 0
Indirect Costs 1 1 0
Total Costs 55 56 0
FTE's Q 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 2.3
(program, direct, indirect) 46,802 46,129 40,906
FTE's 15 20 20
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 3.1 Expand Economic Opportunities by Using USDA Financial Resources to

Leverage Private Sector Resources and Create Opportunities for Growth

2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $36,538 $32,020 $17,926
Administrative (Direct Costs) 973 853 477
Indirect Costs 549 481 270
Total Costs 38,060 33,354 18,673
FTE's 14 4 4
Education Program 2,893 3,035 2,927
Administrative (Direct Costs) 77 81 78
Indirect Costs 44 45 44
Total Costs 3,014 3,161 3,049
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 52,301 52,301 49,871
Administrative (Direct Costs) 1,395 1,395 1,330
Indirect Costs 784 784 748
Total Costs 54,480 54,480 51,949
FTE's 19 22 22
Total Costs for Objective 3.1
(program, direct, indirect) 95,554 90,995 73,671
FTE's 34 27 27
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
"FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 3.2 Improve the Quality of Life Through USDA Financing of Quality Housing,
Modern Utilities, and Needed Community Facilities
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $14,091 $13,995 $13,465
Administrative (Direct Costs) 375 372 358
Indirect Costs 212 211 203
Total Costs 14,678 14,578 14,026
FTE's 5 12 12
Education Program 5,305 5,564 5,365
Administrative (Direct Costs) 141 148 143
Indirect Costs 80 84 81
Total Costs 5,526 5,796 5,589
FTE's 2 2 2
Extension Program 76,266 76,266 73,012
Administrative (Direct Costs) 2,034 2,034 1,947
Indirect Costs 1,144 1,144 1,095
Total Costs 79,444 79,444 76,054
FTE's 29 32 32
Integrated Program 3,181 3,228 1,323
Administrative (Direct Costs) 85 86 35
Indirect Costs 48 49 20
Total Costs 3,314 3,363 1,378
FTE's 1 1 1
Total Costs for Objective 3.2
(program, direct, indirect) 102,962 103,181 97,047
FTE's 37 47 47
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 4.1 Reduce the Incidence of Foodbome Ilinesses Related to Meat, Poultry,
and Egg Products in the U.S.
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) (5000)
Research Program $37,068 $34,452 $25,972
Administrative (Direct Costs) 987 918 691
Indirect Costs 557 518 391
Total Costs 38,612 35,888 27,054
FTE's 14 10 10
Education Program 2,412 2,530 2,438
Administrative (Direct Costs) 64 67 65
Indirect Costs 36 38 37
Total Costs 2,512 2,635 2,540
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 19,571 19,571 18,660
Administrative (Direct Costs) 522 522 498
Indirect Costs 293 293 280
Total Costs 20,386 20,386 19,438
FTE's 8 8 8
Integrated Program 3,553 3,767 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 95 100 0
Indirect Costs 53 57 0
Total Costs 3,701 3,924 0
FTE's 0 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 4.1
(program, direct, indirect) 65,211 62,833 49,032
FTE's 23 19 19
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 4.2 Reduce the Number and Severity of Agricultural Pest and Disease Outbreaks
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program . $128,093 $124,377 $124,400
Administrative (Direct Costs) 3,415 3,315 3,316
Indirect Costs 1,922 1,867 1,867
Total Costs 133,430 129,559 129,583
FTE's 49 52 52
Education Program 5,304 5,562 10,164
Administrative (Direct Costs) 141 148 271
Indirect Costs 80 84 153
Total Costs 5,525 5,794 10,588
FTE's 2 4 4
Extension Program 13,515 13,515 14,087
Administrative (Direct Costs) 360 360 376
Indirect Costs 203 203 211
Total Costs 14,078 14,078 14,674
FTE's 6 6 6
Integrated Program 19,248 19,372 16,082
Administrative (Direct Costs) 513 516 429
Indirect Costs 289 291 241
Total Costs 20,050 20,179 16,752
FTE's 4 3 3
Total Costs for Objective 4.2
(program, direct, indirect) 173,083 169,610 171,597
FTE's 61 65 65
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FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

Strategic Objective 5.1 Ensure Access to Nutritious Food
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $12,828 $12,545 $11,428
Administrative (Direct Costs) 341 334 304
Indirect Costs 193 189 172
Total Costs 13,362 13,068 11,904
FTE's 5 11 11
Education Program 1,449 1,518 1,464
Administrative (Direct Costs) 38 40 39
Indirect Costs 22 23 22
Total Costs 1,509 1,581 1,525
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program : 19,908 19,908 18,983
Administrative (Direct Costs) 531 531 506
Indirect Costs 298 298 285
Total Costs 20,737 20,737 19,774
FTE's 7 7 7
Total Costs for Objective 5.1
(program, direct, indirect) 35,608 35,386 33,203
FTE's 13 19 19
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 5.2 Promote Healthier Eating Habits and Lifestyles
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $5,813 $5,696 $5,009
Administrative (Direct Costs) 154 151 133
Indirect Costs 88 86 76
Total Costs 6,055 5,933 5,218
FTE's 2 2 2
Education Program 4,340 4,550 4,387
Administrative (Direct Costs) 116 122 117
Indirect Costs 65 68 66
Total Costs 4,521 4,740 4,570
FTE's 2 2 2
Extension Program 88,387 88,389 85,527
Administrative (Direct Costs) 2,357 2,357 2,281
Indirect Costs 1,326 1,326 1,283
Total Costs 92,070 92,072 89,091
FTE's 33 38 38
Integrated Program 1,059 1,072 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 28 29 0
Indirect Costs 16 16 0
Total Costs 1,103 1,117 0
FTE's 0 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 5.2
(program, direct, indirect) 103,749 103,862 98,879
FTE's 37 42 42
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FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

Strategic Objective 6.1 Protect Watershed Health to Ensure Clean and Abundant Water
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program $37,839 $35,875 $28,672
Administrative (Direct Costs) 1,008 956 764
" Indirect Costs 569 539 431
Total Costs 39,416 37,370 29,867
FTE's 14 18 18
Education Program 484 507 490
Administrative (Direct Costs) 13 13 13
Indirect Costs 7 8 7
Total Costs 504 528 510
FTE's 0 0 0
Extension Program 4,293 4,293 4,197
Administrative (Direct Costs) 115 115 112
Indirect Costs 64 64 63
Total Costs 4,472 4,472 4,372
FTE's 2 3 3
Total Costs by Objective 6.1
(program, direct, indirect) 44392 42,370 - 34,749
FTE's 16 21 21
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 6.2 Enhance Soil Quality to Maintain Productive Working Cropland
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) (3000)
Research Program $31,514 $30,912 $28,216
Administrative (Direct Costs) 839 823 752
Indirect Costs 474 465 424
Total Costs 32,827 32,200 29,392
FTE's 11 12 12
Education Program 484 507 489
Administrative (Direct Costs) 13 13 13
Indirect Costs 7 8 7
Total Costs 504 528 509
FTE's 0 0 0
Extension Program 4,293 4,293 4,198
Administrative (Direct Costs) 115 115 112
Indirect Costs 64 64 63
Total Costs 4472 4,472 4,373
FTE's 2 3 3
Total Costs for Objective 6.2
(program, direct, indirect) 37,803 37,200 34,274
FTE's 13 15 15
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE

FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 6.3 Protect Forests and Grazing Lands
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) (5000) (5000)
Research Program $30,590 $29,979 $24,574
Administrative (Direct Costs) 815 798 654
Indirect Costs 460 451 370
Total Costs 31,865 31,228 25,598
FTE's 11 11 11
Education Program . 3,133 3,286 3,169
Administrative (Direct Costs) 84 88 84
Indirect Costs 47 49 48
Total Costs 3,264 3,423 3,301
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 21,764 21,763 20,753
Administrative (Direct Costs) 580 580 554
Indirect Costs 327 327 311
‘Total Costs 22,671 22,670 21,618
FTE's 10 9 9
Integrated Program ’ 8,484 8,610 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 227 230 0
Indirect Costs 127 129 0
Total Costs 8,838 8,969 0
FTE's 1 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 6.3
(program, direct, indirect) 66,638 66,290 50,517
FTE's 23 21 21
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COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE
FULL COST BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

Strategic Objective 6.4 Protect and Enhance Wildlife Habitat to Benefit Desired, At-Risk and
Declining Species
2006 2007 2008
Amount Amount Amount
Program Program Items ($000) ($000) ($000)
Research Program v $6,877 $6,917 $6,799
Administrative (Direct Costs) 183 183 180
Indirect Costs 104 105 103
Total Costs 7,164 7,205 7,082
FTE's 3 3 3
Education Program 3,133 3,287 3,170
Administrative (Direct Costs) 84 88 84
Indirect Costs 47 49 48
Total Costs 3,264 3,424 3,302
FTE's 1 1 1
Extension Program 21,764 21,764 20,753
Administrative (Direct Costs) 580 580 554
Indirect Costs 327 327 311
Total Costs 22,671 22,671 21,618
FTE's 10 9 9
Integrated Program 8,484 8,610 0
Administrative (Direct Costs) 227 230 0
Indirect Costs 127 129 0
Total Costs 8,838 8,969 0
FTE's 1 0 0
Total Costs for Objective 6.4
(program, direct, indirect) 41,937 42,269 32,002
FTE's 15 13 13





