Region 2 USFWS - REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS for FY 2014 Funds
 
Science Support Partnership (SSP) and Quick Response Program (QRP) 
 
Proposals are now being accepted for the FY 2014 Science Support Partnership (SSP) and Quick Response Program (QRP).  SSP and QRP funds are annually made available by the USGS for work on research and information needs identified by the USFWS.
 
SSP: Through the SSP program, the USGS partners with the USFWS to understand and provide the critical science information required to effectively manage our nation's resources.  SSP funding can extend 1-3 years and involve both experimental research and technical assistance. The allocation for SSP is $500,000/year but some of that funding is encumbered in multiple year projects.  In FY 2014, we have $172,353 available for new grants (subject to USGS assessments and recissions).  For more information on SSP, go to http://www.usgs.gov/ecosystems/ssp/index.html
 
QRP:  Through QRP, the USGS provides funds to its scientists to respond quickly to immediate, current year research and technical assistance needs for the USFWS.  QRP funding can only be used for projects up to 18 months with a budget less than or equal to $25,000.  The total amount available for FY 2104 is $50,000.
 
For both SSP and QRP, project proposals are submitted by USFWS staff to meet USFWS needs.  Project proposals are developed jointly with a USGS scientist or principal investigator. The USGS scientist or principal investigator spends the money and leads the work, however, the USFWS project officer remains involved throughout the life of the project.
 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUBMITTING PROPOSALS:
 
PROPOSALS ARE DUE TO THE EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT FOR SCIENCE APPLICATIONS, STACY MATSON, (stacy_matson@fws.gov)IN ELECTRONIC FORM, BY COB FRIDAY, JUNE 7. 
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT FORMAT REQUIREMENTS IN THE ATTACHMENT TO THIS EMAIL MUST BE FOLLOWED TO HAVE THE PROPOSAL CONSIDERED.
 
Follow the instructions in the attachment for developing proposals for the FY 2014 SSP and FY 2014 QRP.  FWS Project Officer(s) should ensure that all proposals are properly vetted through their immediate supervisors, and should notify their program point-of contact (Grant Harris-Refuges; Bill Howe-Migratory Birds; Steve Chambers-Ecological Services; Steve Davenport-Fisheries) regarding submission of the proposal.  Proposals should be discussed with the Program points-of-contact prior to submission to ensure that the project addresses a priority of the relevant Program.
 
Please note:
 
· Documents must be submitted in .pdf format.  Any proposal or portion of a proposal that is not in .pdf format will not be considered, with the only exception being the budget table.  We will accept the budget in an Excel spreadsheet.
· Minimize the use of acronyms in proposals.  If the review team cannot figure out the acronyms, chances are the proposal will not fare well.
· Spell out genus and species names at least the first time. 
· Use the standard author date citation in the proposal text and provide full citations in a literature cited section.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]All proposals must indicate on the first page whether it is a Science Support or Quick Response Proposal.
 
To better help researchers prepare and understand how they are evaluated our cross-programmatic science team developed a list of criteria we will consider when reviewing proposals. 
 
[bookmark: 13d369e915445c9c__GoBack]Ranking Criteria:  All proposals will be evaluated against seven factors listed below.  The first criterion, a brief curriculum vitae of the principal investigators, is required for all proposals.  The second criterion, matching funding or in-kind services, is not required but if it is to be considered during the proposal evaluation, it must be quantified. 
1. Principal Investigator Qualifications (Required) –a brief (1 – 3 page) Curriculum Vitae for the principal investigator(s) highlighting qualifications related to the proposed research.
2. Partner Funding/In-kind services – does the proposal quantify IN DOLLARS the value of any partner or in-kind funding?
3. Technical merit of the proposal – how technically sound and feasible is the proposal?
4. Trust Resources – how does the research relate to or increase understanding of Federal trust resources including, but not limited to, conservation status, (e.g., threatened, endangered, proposed, or candidate species), birds of conservation concern, critical habitat (both designated, proposed, or under evaluation)?
5. Listing Prevention – does the proposal yield information that allows development of conservation agreements, action plans, management alternatives, etc., to provide for the protection of species their habitats and thereby reduce the need for listing species as threatened or endangered?
6. Management Application – what management application, both short and long-term, will the research produce?
7. Immediate Conservation Issues – does the proposed research address an immediate or emerging conservation issue.
 
Please contact Stacy Matson, Executive Assistant to ARD-Science Applications, (505-248-6277 or Stacy_Matson@fws.gov) with questions.
 
Attachment (Proposal Template)

-- 
Dana Roth, ARD Science Applications
Phone: 505-248-6928
Fax: 505-248-6431

