ESCOP Social Science Subcommittee meeting

May 22, 2006

Attending:

Bo Beaulieu

Bob Birkenholtz

Jon Brandt

Larry Busch

William Camp

Patricia Dyk

Jack Elliot

Cornelia Flora

Betsy Garrison

Sally Maggard

Richard Shumway

Chris Sigurdson

Lou Swanson

Bruce Weber

Dreamal Worthen

The next telephone meeting is September 20, 2006: 8:30 am Pacific time; 9:30 am Mountain time; 10:30am Central time; and 11:30 am Eastern time.

1. The quarterly phone meetings with one face-to-face meeting replace the two face-to-face meetings a year.  This allows us to be more timely in our inputs to the ESCOP Science and Technology Committee and in forging bonds beyond CSREES in building partnerships for rural and agricultural social sciences.

2. Lou Swanson gave an update of the Science &Technology Committee on our NRI concerns.

a. We will look over the questionnaire, which is available online.  The subgroup (Nancy Cox, Lou Swanson, Bruce Gage, and Eric) have developed a draft on-line instrument to solicit preliminary input on NRI priorities from Experiment Station, Extension, and Academic Program directors.  This input will be used by the breakout groups at the SAES/ARD Workshop in September to further refine ESCOPs recommendation to CSREES on NRI funding priorities for 2008.

The instrument can be seen at  http://ces.ca.uky.edu/escop/nri1.htm
Please review this instrument and give Lou louis.swanson@colorado.edu any comments, edits, etc by Friday, May 26.
This instrument uses the updated Roadmap challenges and objectives as the framework to develop recommendations.  This initial input will be gained by asking the following three questions relative to each Roadmap objective.

i. Should this objective be a high priority for NRI support in 2008 funding awards? 

ii. If NRI supports this objective in 2008, is it very important that proposals to address this objective be integrated as opposed to primarily research?

iii. If NRI supports this objective in 2008, what are the most critical knowledge/technology gaps related to addressing this objective? 

Action Items

A.  The ECSOP SSSC authorized Bo Beaulieu and Cornelia Flora to meet with CSREES leadership to reconsider the every other year sequencing of Rural Development and Markets and Trade programs of the NRI.  These are the concerns we have consistently expressed as LGU representatives. 

1. The inability to rewrite proposals in light of the previous reviews, due to the change in focus every two years for each of the categories.  This may lower the quality of proposals.  It also particularly disadvantages 1890 institutions.

2. We do not consider funding programs every other year as doubling the funding for either Markets and Trade or Rural Development, despite the noble efforts of Pat Hipple to convince us.  Pat is a valuable conduit for two-way communication between LGUs and CSREES.

3. This is a concern that comes from the committee, and not CSREES staff.

4. NRI needs to be aligned with what the land grant university system sees as some of the critical research needs, which is highly inclusive of social science.

5. The NRI is over-specified, making it more of a contract program.  The most creative research will not get in there, because thes ideas are emergent in the field and  will not be thought of by the grant officers.  Important science will occur at the margins, where national public goods are generated.

6. Social science integrates into many programs of the NRI, and we are pleased about its overt inclusion.  But we need to have social scientists on all the review panels where social science is included.  
7. Are social science proposals encouraged, or is the direction only adding social scientists to other disciplinary/multidisciplinary teams?

B.  Representatives of the SSSC will meet with the social science committee within CSREES.  Neal will work with Maurice Dorsey to identify  potential dates.  We will also meet with Deputy Administrator Anna Palmisano and her senior leadership staff ( research Director Mark Poth, Integrated Programs Director Deborah Sheeley, and Peer Review Director Ruth Lange.
C.  When we next meet as a whole with Dr. Hefferan (February 2007), we will use the time to express our concerns to her and discuss directions of the NRI.  


Measurable NRI outcomes:

1. Calls for proposals are less specific.

2. The every other year protocol is changed

3. There are more social scientists on all review panels

4. There are more social science teams applying for other than markets and trade and rural development.

5. There are more social scientists on teams applying for other NRI areas.

SSSC members found the meetings with other potential partners and funders extremely useful.  We will continue that through our telephone and face-to-face meetings.

