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FOREST HEALTH PROTECTION
 SPECIAL TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

STDP

FY 2013 Funding, Eligibility, and Selection Criteria
Program Funding
Funding for the Special Technology Development Program depends on specific appropriations. Congressional support for these appropriations will determine the extent of funds available for new and continuing projects.  The final amount available for the program depends upon final budget advice from Congress, the OMB, and contributions to the program from other agency staffs.  In order to protect the Forest Service accountability for appropriations, some limitations must be imposed.  

Project partnerships are encouraged; however, proposals should show contributing funds from other sources with equal proportion to the benefits they receive. This leveraging of funds and in-kind contributions (i.e. 50% matching funds) among project participants is an important criterion applied by the evaluation panel. 
Eligible Projects

The Special Technology Development Program was established in 1990 as a means of accelerating research findings into practical applications that contribute to fulfilling Forest Health Protection (FHP) program goals. The Forest Health Technology Enterprise Team (FHTET) manages this program.  Proposals are accepted only when submitted through the Regional STDP Coordinators, and if the project lead contact has FHP program responsibilities.  
Proposals are being sought in FY 2013 that have a duration up to three years (projects that are proposed for a duration longer than three years must have justifiable extenuating circumstances), and address the following national objectives and priorities.
STDP Objectives and Priorities:

A)
STDP national program objectives (0-5 points)

1.
Develop technologies that help predict and quantitatively assess  the risks of multiple interacting threats, including native/invasive insects and diseases, invasive plants, fire, climate change, and land use change.

2.
Develop or improve technologies that increase our capability to prevent, detect, rapidly respond to, control and manage invasive species.

Additional priorities have been set, which if met, will give a higher ranking to proposals.

B)
STDP national program priorities (0-5 points)

1.
technologies that detect and trap goldspotted oak borer, emerald ash borer, and 1000 canker disease/walnut twig beetle

2.
technologies that address the interactions of native or non-native insects, pathogens, fire, and climate change
Guidelines; Page 2

Types of Projects Considered 
The STDP Evaluation Panel encourages the submission of proposals on a broad range of topics, examples may include, but are not limited to, projects that propose to: demonstrate integrated pest management techniques, evaluate climate change tools as they pertain to the spread of native and non-native invasive species, improve traping technologies, or consider the effects of silvicultural management tools.  Projects, which are proposed to specifically develop technologies for the biological control of invasive plants should be sent to Richard 
Reardon (National Program Manager Biological Control); rreardon@fs.fed.us, phone (304)285-1566.  All other projects including those that address the development of technologies for managing invasive plants should be sent to the STDP Coordinators for funding consideration.
	STDP Coordinators  
	FHP Program Office
	Email

	Dayle Bennett
	Region 1,4
	ddbennett@fs.fed.us

	Tom Eager
	Region 2
	teager@fs.fed.us

	Joel McMillin 
	Region 3
	jmcmillin@fs.fed.us

	Sheri Smith 
	Region 5
	ssmith@fs.fed.us

	Iral Ragenovich
	Region 6
	iragenovich@fs.fed.us

	Michelle Frank
	Region 8
	mfrank@fs.fed.us

	Michelle Frank 
	Northeastern Area
	mfrank@fs.fed.us

	Richard Reardon
	FHP WO
	rreardon@fs.fed.us,

	James Kruse
	Region 10
	jkruse@fs.fed.us


Submiting a Proposal
To avoid duplication of technology development planned and ongoing, and to identify possible avenues for building on current work by FHP offices and other organizations we encourage you to discuss your ideas for proposals with members of the Forest Health Technology Enterprise Team (FHTET) while preparing proposals.  You may find information through our home page at http://www.fs.fed.us/foresthealth/technology.

Proposals that intend to develop technologies that enhance the effectiveness of FHP programs and program operations are welcome.  Do not submit proposals that would use STDP funds exclusively for research, routine surveys, basic technical assistance.  FHP technology development funds are appropriated funds specifically designated for technology development based on research findings.  FS Research, and other organizations or staffs wanting to become involved in the FHP technology development program should work with the Region/Area/IITF FHP Program Coordinator to identify opportunities for cooperative projects.
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Dates Due
Pre-proposals are sometimes required by the Region/Area/IITFs and may be due as early as August 2012.  Please check with the STDP Coordinators (listed above) for specific dates.

New proposal forms for the FHP technology development projects for fiscal year 2013 must be submitted by the Region/Area/IITF to the National Program Manager on or before November 1, 2012.  Progress reports for FHP technology development projects that were funded in prior years are also due on November 1, as are final reports for projects ending by September 30, 2012. Progress and Final Reports are also submitted by the Region/Area/IITF to the National Program Manager. Submitters must contact Regional Coordinators since Regional due dates are often earlier than WO dates.
Required Forms

1. For each new project:  Submit a “Special Technology Development New Project Proposal” - Enclosure 1.
2. For continuing projects funded in prior years and either are or are not requesting funding this fiscal year:  Submit a “Special Technology Development Program Progress Report,” - Enclosure 2.  Continuing projects that have requests for funding will be evaluated by both the Regions and the FHP/STDP Evaluation Panel for appropriate performance.
3. For projects that will end by September 30, 2012:  Submit a “Special Technology Development Final Report,” - Enclosure 3. 
To expedite processing and review, please prepare proposals, progress and final reports using the formats provided as Enclosures 1, 2, and 3, as separate Word documents.  Proposals and reports must be submitted by each Region/Area/IITF electronically to Marla Downing, mdowning@fs.fed.us.  Instructions for submitting proposals and reports have been provided to the STDP Coordinator for each Region.
Region/Area/IITF FHP Program Directors or delegated STDP Regional Coordinators, are encouraged to review posted proposals to ensure all elements of proposals and reports are received as intended. Please use the following file naming conventions.   ORG-YEAR-## is the project number. ORG is either R##, NA, or IITF.  YEAR is fiscal year of original proposal. New proposals should be numbered (1-5), in priority sequence consistent with their importance to the Region/Area/IITF.

For cover letter summarizing submissions:
ORG-2013_STDP_Package_Letter
For new proposals:   
ORG-2013-##_New_Proposal           
For Continuing Projects:  
ORG-YEAR-##_Progress_Report  
For Completed Reports:
ORG-YEAR-##_Final_Report

A thorough explanation of all costs and benefits, whether monetary or not, is expected in the Budget Appendix. 
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Selection Criteria for New Proposals

STDP projects will be evaluated by the STDP Evaluation Panel using the criteria below.  Description of the project should be within 2 pages (excluding budget, list of cooperators, literature citations, appendices, tables and graphics) using a 12 point font size.  

Projects will only be accepted for evaluation if the proposed project and products fit the goals and objectives and are within the scope of the STDP.

1. Importance -- Assess the extent to which proposed project addresses the current STDP national program objectives and priorities:
A. STDP national program objectives (0-5 points) 
1. Develop technologies that help predict and quantitatively assess  the risks of multiple interacting threats, including native/invasive insects and diseases, invasive plants, fire, climate change, and land use change.

2. Develop or improve technologies that increase our capability to prevent, detect, rapidly respond to, control and manage invasive species.

B. STDP national program priorities (0-5 points)
1.
technologies that detect and trap goldspotted oak borer, emerald ash borer, and 1000 canker disease/walnut twig beetle

2.
technologies that address the interactions of native or non-native insects, pathogens, fire, and climate change
2. Technical Merit -- Assess the extent to which: 
A. The methodology of the proposed work has a strong research basis (0-5 points).
B. The proposed work is a logical and important next step in development sequence (0-5 points).
C. The overall approach (concepts, methods, materials, information, expertise) is technically sound (including the use of standardized data collection protocols such as FIA or FSVeg Stand exam protocols) (0-5 points).  
3. Results: Assess the extent to which proposed projects are likely to produce results which will be implemented / used and supported with sound technology transfer and support after the project is completed. In all publication of project results, the Special Technology Development Program shall be specifically credited for cooperation and support (e.g. This project was funded by the USDA Forest Service, Forest Health Protection, Special Technology Development Program.) (0-5 points).  
4. Finance and economic efficiency (0-5 points) - Assess the extent to which: 
A. project costs are reasonable
B. budget for each year is fully displayed including contributed funds from sponsors to cover direct project expenses and leveraged support from cooperators (deferred 
overhead associated with grants and agreements is not considered a contribution from a sponsor)

C. the benefits described in the analysis appear reasonable.
Selection Criteria for Continuing Projects 
Evaluation criteria to be used to evaluate requests for funding for continuing projects:
1. Is the project on track? (yes or no)

2. Are changes proposed to the original project reasonable? (yes or no)

3. Is the progress report complete? Does it track information about the project activities by year (not just the activities of the most recent year)? (yes or no) 

4. Does the most recent annual progress report clearly describe what techniques, technologies, or methods are working, or not working? (yes or no)

5. Is the project within budget? (yes or no)
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STDP PROPOSAL EVALUATION AND PROGRESS REVIEW PROCESS 
Overview of the proposal submission and funding allocation process: Fiscal Year 2013. 

1.
Region/Area/IITF FHP Directors, with input from Research and the Threat Assessment Centers, develop a set of general, overarching objectives and priorities that reflect National and Regional technology development needs.  Each year they author, evaluate, and revise a list of national objectives and set priorities for the following year’s proposals. Throughout the year the Directors provide guidance for program management and review of program effectiveness. 
3.
STDP Manager authors Request for Proposals letter. The RFP is distributed in August to Region/Area/IITF offices under the signature of the Deputy Chief of State and Private Forestry (SPF). 
4.
Project proposals are developed by individuals and sent to the Directors or delegated Regional STDP Coordinators for Regional, Area, and IITF Forest Health Protection programs (FHP).  Region/Area/IITF often set due dates earlier than November.
5.
After Region/Area/IITF screening, each director submits up to 4 proposals (optional 5th proposal may be submitted if it specifically pertains to the management of non-native invasive species).  These proposals are sent via email to the National STDP Program Manager with the Forest Health Technology Enterprise Team. Region/Area/IITF STDP Coordinators also submit all approved proposals and reports to the STDP internet site, which will allow the proposals to be viewed and searched for future technology development purposes. http://svinetfc8.fs.fed.us/stdp/Index.aspx.
6.
STDP Manager convenes the STDP Evaluation Panel in December. This panel rates proposals with emphasis on the criteria addressing importance to the agency programs and cost-efficiency of the proposed work and recent progress.   The STDP Evaluation Panel formulates recommendations for proposals to be funded. The Evaluation Panel consists of: a representative from each Region/Area/IITF; a representative from Washington Office Forest Management Science Research; and one representative from the Threat Assessment Centers.  The STDP Program Manager oversees and coordinates the evaluation. These individuals will review and rank each of the proposals submitted and provide a ranked recommendation of the projects to the Director of FHP. 
7. Director of FHP makes funding recommendations to the Deputy Chief of SPF, who makes the decisions on project funding.  The FHP Director, who retains responsibility for managing the appropriations funding the program, ensures budget analysts (with FHP (Washington Office) and Forest Management Science Research), distribute funds to Region/Area/IITF offices in sync with letter(s) announcing the award of funds for specific projects. Funding decisions and distribution of funds to Regions/Area/IITF offices are usually finalized by February of each year.
 8.
Region/Area/IITF FHP Directors or delegated Regional STDP Coordinators oversee the progress of funded STDP projects, including accountability for adhering to authorities associated with the appropriated funds; and planning for long-term support for products resulting from the projects.
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This checklist will be used by Forest Service Statisticians to review the proposed statistical methods for each project.

	Statistical Review Checklist

	Title:

	Author:

	Reviewer:

	

	Introduction Section
	Comments

	Is the Population adequately defined?
	

	Are the potential target and sampled population differences identified?
	

	Are the Study objectives specified?
	

	Are all independent and dependent variables defined?
	

	

	Methods
	Comments

	Are the statistical methods accurately and clearly described?
	

	Are the statistical methods appropriate to meet stated objectives?
	

	Is the experimental design apparent and suitable to meet specified objectives?
	

	Are there any statistical or biological limitations that need specification?
	

	

	General Comments: 



	Adapted from Guidelines for Statistical Reviews prepared by the Forest Service Research Statisticians (October 15, 1999)
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Special Technology Development Program
 New Project Proposal Instructions

Project Proposals should be within 2 pages (excluding budget, list of cooperators, literature citations, appendices, tables and graphics) using a 12 point font size.  Complete a copy of this form for: 1) each new project proposal, and 2) each resubmitted but previously unfunded project proposal.  Add lines within the form as necessary.  Delete all that does not apply.

PROJECT NUMBER (Region-year-sequential number/priority): Rx-2013-xx

PROJECT TITLE: 

FISCAL YEAR OF PROJECT SUBMITTAL:  FY2013 

EXPECTED COMPLETION DATE (fiscal year):  

STATUS OF SUBJECT SPECIES (select one by deleting inapplicable options): native/non-native/non-native invasive

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT (Describe primary activities for each year.  This may be a clearly worded bulleted  list or graphic of milestone activities):  

PROJECT OBJECTIVES (what is the technology being developed, improved on, or transferred with this work?):
JUSTIFICATION AND URGENCY/PRODUCT LEVERAGING:
 (How does the project strengthen FHP program delivery/capability?  What is the potential advantage over existing technology? Does the project address a crisis situation? Would delay result in irreversible loss? Is the project part of a development sequence? Does it build on or is it the result of past Research or STDP projects?):  
SCOPE OF APPLICATION (How widely are results likely to be applied—geographic area, range of pests, length of time?):  

MEASURES OF SUCCESS: 

Expected Outcomes:

Products and Due Dates: 

Benefits: 

TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER (Who will the technology be transferred to.  How will products or methods be transferred to users, adapted to other uses, or sustained by continuing technology transfer?):  

RESEARCH BASIS (strength of research basis, including publication citations):  

METHODS (project design, hypothesis, statistical approach, and QA/QC procedures):  
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APPENDIX 1- BUDGET

BUDGET REQUEST (estimates by fiscal year and funding, both monetary and in-kind, excluding FHP base funding and salaries) (extend table as necessary):

	
	Item
	Requested FHP STDP Funding
	Other-Source Funding
	Source

	FY 2013
	
	
	
	

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Year Totals
	
	
	
	


	FY 2014
	
	
	
	

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Year Totals
	
	
	
	


	FY 2015
	
	
	
	

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Year Totals
	
	
	
	


BUDGET REQUEST EXPLANATION: (describe all budget items including salaries, overhead, contracts, sources for “other” funding, etc., and designate how funding should be distributed if more than one Region is participating) (add lines as necessary):
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APPENDIX 2– COOPERATORS

Please indicate the individual(s) with whom the transfer of funds should be coordinated.
FHP LEAD CONTACT (FHP person submitting proposal):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S) (add lines as necessary):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

COOPERATORS (contributing to, but not leading, the project) (add lines as necessary): 

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

APPENDIX 4– LITERATURE CITATIONS, FIGURES, TABLES, ATTACHMENTS, (ETC.): (may also be provided upon request)
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Special Technology Development Program
 Progress Report Instructions

Complete a copy of this form for: 1) each multi-year project active in the current fiscal year and not requesting funds, and 2) each project requesting funds to extend into the following fiscal year.  Add lines within the form as necessary.  Delete all that does not apply.

PROJECT NUMBER (from original application form):  Rx-201X-xx

PROJECT TITLE (from original application form): 

YEAR OF REPORT SUBMITTAL:  FY2013
PROJECT STATUS (choose one of the following):  

Continuing (funds are being requested for the next fiscal year to continue the project)

Continuing but without additional funds (funds are not being requested for the next fiscal year to continue the project)

ORIGINAL EXPECTED COMPLETION DATE OF THE PROJECT (fiscal year):  

EXPECTED COMPLETION DATE OF THE PROJECT (fiscal year):  
SUBJECT (from original application form):  

STATUS OF SUBJECT SPECIES (from original application form):  
PROJECT OBJECTIVES (from original application form):  

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT (from original application form):  
CHANGES TO ORIGINAL PROJECT SCOPE OR OBJECTIVES (changes that need to be made to the original proposal and reasons for the changes):  

ADDITIONS TO ORIGINAL PROJECT SCOPE OR OBJECTIVES (describe additional accomplishments expected from the project): 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF TASKS ACCOMPLISHED THIS YEAR (Describe primary activities for each year, summarizing key accomplishments from prior year(s), this year’s activities, and objectives for future years.  This may be a clearly worded bulleted list or graphic of milestone activities.  Each year’s progress report should stand on its own without requiring the reader to reveiw previous reports to gain an understanding of the project’s progress and accomplishments.


Candidly describe what has worked and what hasn’t worked on the project, and within reason provide explanations that might help others to understand the limitations of techniques, approaches, technologies, and practices used or tried in the project):

PRODUCTS AND DUE DATES (from original application form):  

STATUS OF PRODUCTS/PRESENTATIONS:  (If products or presentations are not completed by the due date, explain why and indicate when the products will be completed.  Indicate whether the Region considers current progress on the project to be acceptable; if not, what corrective measures are planned?)
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS TO DATE:  


Products:


Publications:


Technology Transfer:

REQUESTED BUDGET FOR THIS FISCAL YEAR: (include both monetary and in-kind, excluding FHP base funding and salaries): 
	FY 2013
	
	Requested FHP STDP Funding
	Other Source Funding
	Source

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	YEAR TOTALS
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	PROJECT TOTALS
	
	
	
	


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ORIGINAL AND AMENDED REQUESTS AND JUSTIFICATION (the difference between originally requested funds and funds needed based on changes in the budget or scope of the project. Additional funding is dependent on specific information about where the money will be used and by whom): 

FUNDS PREVIOUSLY OBLIGATED: FROM BEGINNING OF PROJECT (i.e. the project ID year): (include both monetary and in-kind, exclude FHP base funding and salaries) (extend table for additional years):  

	
	Item
	Requested Funding
	Received Funding
	Expended Funding

	FY201?
	
	
	
	

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	YEAR TOTALS
	
	
	
	


	FY 201?
	
	
	
	

	Administration
	Salary
	
	
	

	
	Overhead
	
	
	

	
	Travel
	
	
	

	Procurements
	Contracting
	
	
	

	
	Equipment
	
	
	

	
	Supplies
	
	
	

	YEAR TOTALS
	
	
	
	


FUNDS NOT USED FROM EACH FISCAL YEAR (If there are unused funds, what is the reason for not using them?  How will the project continue without these funds?) 

	Fiscal Year
	Funds Unused
	Reason for Unused Funds

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


FUTURE STDP FUNDING NEEDED:  Total estimated additional future funding needed beyond the current fiscal year:
	Fiscal Year
	STDP Funding
	Other-Source Funding
	Source

	FY2013
	
	
	

	FY2014
	
	
	


FHP LEAD CONTACT (FHP person submitting proposal):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax
FHP LEAD  INVOLVEMENT:





Role




Time Commitment 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S) (add lines as necessary):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S) INVOLVEMENT (add lines as necessary):

Name
Role

Time Commitment

COOPERATORS (contributing to, but not leading, the project) (add lines as necessary): 

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

COOPERATOR INVOLVEMENT (add lines as necessary):

Name
Role

Time Commitment
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Special Technology Development Progam
 Final Report and Project Profile Instructions
Complete a copy of the following for each project that was completed by September 30, of this year.  Add lines within the form as necessary.  Delete all that does not apply.

PROJECT NUMBER (from original application): Rx-20XX-xx 

PROJECT TITLE (from original application): 

YEAR OF REPORT SUBMITTAL: FY2013
PROJECT STATUS (select one by deleting inapplicable options):  
Completed (work ended this fiscal year)

EXPECTED COMPLETION DATE OF THE PROJECT (fiscal year):

ACTUAL COMPLETION (FISCAL) YEAR (if completed project):  

SUBJECT (from original application form):  
STATUS OF SUBJECT SPECIES (from original application form): 
PROJECT OBJECTIVE(S) (from original application):  

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT (from original application form):
CHANGES TO PROJECT SCOPE OR OBJECTIVES (Changes from the original proposal and reasons for the changes.):  

ADDITIONS TO PROJECT SCOPE OR OBJECTIVES (Describe additional accomplishments expected from the project.):
BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROGRESS THIS YEAR: (Describe primary activities for each year, summarizing key accomplishments from prior year(s), this year’s activities, and objectives for future years.  This may be a clearly worded bulleted list or graphic of milestone activities.  Each year’s progress report should stand on its own without requiring the reader to wade through multiple previous reports to gain an understanding of the project’s progress and accomplishments.


Candidly describe what has worked and what hasn’t worked on the project, and within reason provide explanations that might help others to understand the limitations of techniques, approaches, technologies, and practices used or tried in the project):

FHP LEAD CONTACT (FHP person submitting proposal):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax
FHP LEAD INVOLVEMENT


Role

Time Commitment

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S) (add lines as necessary):

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S) INVOLVEMENT (add lines as necessary):

Name
Role

Time Commitment

COOPERATORS (contributing to, but not leading, the project) (add lines as necessary): 

Name
Affiliation (Office or Dept.)
Phone, E-mail, Fax

COOPERATOR INVOLVEMENT (add lines as necessary):

Name
Role

Time Commitment
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A. FUNDING

1) First fiscal year funded: (from Project ID)  

2) Funds obligated from beginning of project through final fiscal year (extend table as needed):  

	Fiscal Year
	STDP Funding
	Other-Source funding
	Source

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


3) Funds not used from previous fiscal year: 

If there are unused funds, what is the reason for not using them?

B. PROPOSED OUTPUT(S) (Outputs are useful for reporting STDP successes): 

1) List proposed outputs 
2) Were the proposed outputs delivered?  

a) Y  N Partial, Explain

3) Were the outputs delivered on time?  

a) Y  N Partial, Explain 
C. TECHNOLOGY / METHOD USE

1) Were the proposed or actual outputs used?  Y  N

a) Describe briefly how outputs were used 

i) List user groups 

ii) Time period output used 

iii) Geographic extent of use 

iv) Pest organisms 

v) Resources affected/protected (e.g. wildlife habitat protected, risk reduction for insect disease, etc.) 
b) If outputs were not used provide the reasons the project may not have provided a usable product.

Enclosure 3; Page 3
i) Negative results 

(a) Y N Explain

ii) Guidance for future development projects 

(a) Y N Explain 

iii) Did we learn anything from this project?  

(a) Y N Explain:

D. DISTRIBUTION  OF OUTPUTS 
1) University and/or Research Involvement

a) List the Universities and/or Research Units involved 

b) Number of graduate theses written 

2) Dissemination of Results

a) Number of peer-reviewed journal articles accepted for publication  

i) List journal(s) and targeted audience   

b) Number of reports written 

i) List report(s) and targeted audience

c) Number of presentations made 

i) List meeting/conference(s) & professional society-sponsor(s) 
3) Technology Transfer Activities

a) Number of sessions 

b) Number of participants 

c) List participating agencies and organizations 
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E. Refinement of Technology & Methods
1) Does the project investigate use with or use of other forest health management tools?  

a) Y  N  Explain 
2) Do the results of the project improve on existing technologies?  

a) Y  N  Explain 

3) Did the project identify new research or technology needs?  

a) Y  N  

4) Did the project result in new technologies? 

a)  Y  N  Explain 

5) Product leveraging

a) Was the project part of a development sequence?  

i) Y  N Describe sequence 

ii) Does the project build-on or is it the result of past Research and/or STDP project results?  

(a) Y  N

b) Identify past STDP project(s) by the project identifier number:

c) Identify past Research project(s) by title:    
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