


Please telephone your senators and representatives. Ask them to contact the joint House-Senate
conference committee members who will soon meet to reconcile the two versions of the Farm
Bill (see www.create-21.org/conferees.doc) urging the conferees to support the NASULGC

positions as outlined below:

1. Initiative for Future Agriculture and Food Systems (IFAFS)

IFAFS was enacted in 1998 to provide funding for competitive grants to support critical food
and agriculture science priorities. IFAFS projects integrate research with extension and/or
teaching.

IFAFS provided $240 million in mandatory funding (not subject to annual appropriations) in
fiscal years 2000 and 2001 through USDA’s Cooperative State Research, Education, and
Extension Service (CSREES).

Under current law, $200 million per year in IFAFS funding is scheduled to resume in fiscal
years 2010, 2011, and 2012. And, Title VII of the House-passed Farm Bill includes the $600
million in IFAFS monies.

However, the Senate Farm Bill would divert $555 million of the $600 million to other
priorities.

When the conference committee meets, NASULGC wants the Senate members of the
conference to embrace the House IFAFS provisions. (In technical terms, we want the Senate
to “recede” to the House.)

Our university and stakeholders would benefit greatly from a restoration of the IFAFS
program, which effectively doubles the dollar amount of competitively awarded grants that
could be made available through CSREES on an annual basis.

Explain how such an increase would benefit your institution.

2. Cap on Indirect Costs

CSREES operates under a cap on indirect cost recovery. In the current fiscal year, F.Y. 2008,
the indirect cost recovery rate is capped at 20%.

The Senate Farm Bill increases the cap to 30%. The House Farm Bill maintains the current
statutory cap of 19%. Both rates would apply for the five-year duration of the Farm Bill.

NASULGC supports the Senate position. (We want the House to “recede” to the Senate on
this item.)

Indirect costs represent the expenses of doing business that are not readily identified with a
particular grant or contract, but are necessary costs for the general operation of the
organization, such as heat, light, accounting, and personnel.

The provision only authorizes the new rate, funds must be found within the appropriations
process to realize the 30% rate.

NASULGC favors the traditional method of setting indirect cost recovery rates on an
individual university-by-university basis in negotiation with the federal agency.
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However, we support the Senate position as it represents an improvement from current law.
The House position, on the other hand, merely maintains the status quo, thereby making
CSREES research grants less desirable to university and other researcher scientists than funds
from other sources.

. Capacity Building Program at AASCARR Institutions.

The American Association of Colleges of Agriculture and Renewable Resources (AASCARR)
represents non-land-grant universities that provide higher education to students in agriculture and
natural resources. The AASCARR institutions educate approximately 40% of undergraduates in
these disciplines.

The House version of the Farm Bill creates a new capacity building program for the
AASCARR institutions. NASULGC strongly supports this new program because of the
overwhelming need to provide additional educational resources in the agriculture and natural
resource sciences.

The Senate Farm Bill does not include the AASCARR capacity building program.
NASULGC urges the Senate conferees to recede to the House on this item.



