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Minutes 

October 8-10, 2006

St. Paul, Minnesota 

Present:  Margaret Fitzgerald, North Dakota;  Sharon Danes, Minnesota; Helen Pushkarskaya, Kentucky; Cindy Jasper, Wisconsin:  Maria Marshall, Indiana; Glen Muske, Oklahoma; George Haynes, Montana; Kay Stafford, Ohio; Holly Schrank,  Indiana; Yoon Lee, Utah; Linda Niehm, Iowa; Donna Hess, Administrative Advisor;

 and Jane Schuchardt, CSREES-USDA.

Absent:  Ramona Heck, New York; Diane Masuo, Hawaii.

Sunday, October 8, 2000, 12:00 noon to 5:00 pm

The meeting was opened by the chair, Margaret Fitzgerald at 12:15 pm in Room 274 of McNeal Hall, College of Human Ecology, University of Minnesota, St. Paul campus. Yoon Lee served as secretary.  Sharon Danes provided information on the local arrangements.

Goals for the meeting

1) Discuss moving funds, list serve, and website from Cornell

2) Review the contents in the NSF and NC1030 proposals to understand how these two projects are related each other 

3) Specify each state’s work as identified in the NC1030 proposal  

4) Discuss future NC1030 work and develop the plan of work for the next 12 months

5) Update the policy manual on external funding and declaration procedures for grant proposals

Report of Jane Schuhardt, CSREES (Cooperative State Research, Education, and Extension Service)

Jane Schuhardt provided some remarks from the federal perspective. She circulated a handout -- CSREES-USDA Update to NC-1030, Oct. 2006 (see appendix 1 on pages 11-13). Jane Schuhardt  also suggested the group look at the website:  www.csrees.usda.gov She outlined various CSREES programs, funding sources, and informational websites and suggested the group understand materials on page 3 of the handout. The group discussed strategic plans with Jane. She mentioned that the NE-167 work was highlighted in the recent federal performance review and viewed positively. 

Margaret Fitzgerald complement the summary (NC1030 Family Firms and Policy) written by Sharon and Kay. This summary would be available for the group as an electrical version.

Migration of List Serve 

List serve needs to move from Cornell to the new administrative advisor, Donna Hess at South Dakota State University, or the executive committee.  University of Kentucky or OSU might be the home of our NC1030 website.  
Brief NRI Proposal Updates

NRI proposal was not funded and NSF proposal was funded.  
Holly Schrank and Maria updated their work for research grant.   
Introduction of New Administrative Advisor, Donna Hess:  The NC Multi-State Committee assigned Dr. Donna Hess as the administrative advisor to our new project—NC1030, Family Firms and Policy. Donna Hess is the Department Head of Rural Sociology at South Dakota State University and oversees the SDSU Census Data/Rural Life Center.  Donna Hess received research grants from the Ford Foundation, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, and the U.S. Department of Agriculture. All 12 state project leaders and members who attended introduced themselves to the new administrative advisor.  

Yoon Lee circulated a Contact Sheet of Technical Committee Members to be checked for updates.

PSED I and PSED II (Panel Study of Entrepreneurial Dynamics) – University of Michigan 

Margaret Fitzgerald circulated the document about “Kauffman Foundation Entrepreneurship Research Portal” to the group. More information can be found at the website:http://research.kauffman.org/cwp/appmanager/research/researchDeskktop?_nfpb=true&_pa
Review of Proposals

1.  NC1030 Proposal – Family Firms and Policy
Margaret Fitzgerald summarized of NC1030 proposal content. The content of this NC1030 project is available from the NIMSS website (http://nimss.umd.edu/homepages/ home.cfm?trackID=7857).  In this NC1030 project, the group plans to examine the impacts of internal and external events on family business, and consequent, indirect effects on communities. Margaret circulated a sheet that showed each state’s work and their assignment to either objective 1 or objective 2 or both. This information is also available from the NC1030 website. Linda Niehm recorded on the flip chart about how these two objectives would be accomplished by each state. The record shows the following:
NC1030 Objective 1:  

To analyze the effect of internal and external events and policy changes on:
     a) family business  - IN, UT, KY, OK, MT, OH, ND, WI, IA (10 States)
     b) the consequent, indirect effects on communities OK, WI, IA  (3 States)
NC1030 Objective 2:  

To analyze the effects of family businesses and communities on the vitality of each
a) analyze the effects of family businesses on rural and urban community vitality (e.g., social and economic impacts) - IN, OK, ND, WI, MN, IA (6 States) 

b) analyze the effects of community on family business vitality - IN, UT, OK, ND, WI, MN, IA, MT, OH (9 States)

2. NSF Proposal – Family Business Response to Federal Disaster Assistance
Kay Stafford presented PPT materials regarding “Sustainable Family Business Model to the group.  Sustainability refers to the harmonious pursuit of business and family achievements. Kay Stafford explained the SFB theoretical grounding of NC1030 and NSF proposals.  Sharon Danes mentioned the variables in the model that are relevant to our NC 1030 project.  Kay Stafford summarized the content of the NSF (National Science Foundation) proposal and its two objectives.
Objective 1 – To assess the effects of county-level federal disaster assistance on family business from 1996 to 1999
Objective 2 – To assess the effects of federal disaster assistance to the business on family businesses from 1996 to 2006 
NSF Proposal Objective 1 has 3 research questions – a, b, and c  
a) Does Federal Disaster Assistance to the county have a positive effect on family business survival?

b) Does Federal Disaster Assistance to the county have a positive effect on family business success?

c) Is there a statistically significant relationship between resilience capacity and natural disasters and federal disaster assistance to the county?

NSF Proposal Objective 2 has 3 research questions -- a, b, and c
a) Does Federal Disaster Assistance paid to the business have a positive effect on family business survival?

b) Does Federal Disaster Assistance paid to the business have a positive effect on family business success?

c) Is there a statistically significant relationship between resilience capacity and natural disasters and federal disaster assistance paid to the business?

Kay Stafford explained the two broad objectives of the NSF proposal. 

Objective 1 – County level  This objective would be accomplished by using existing data. Survival, Success, and Interaction between federal disaster assistance and resilience are the key words. 

Objective 2 – Business level (to the business on family business survival and success). This objective would be accomplished by collecting new data (the third wave of NFBS). 
Kay presented the rationale and significance of the NSF project as well as the contents of the data that will be used for the NSF project:
1997 and 2000 NFBS (National Family Business Survey)
2007 NFBS (National Family Business Survey)

SHELDUS (Spatial Hazard Events and Losses Data for the United States)
NFBS Panel (National Family Business Panel)

NFBDS (National Family Business Disaster Survey)

NLFBS (National Longitudinal Family Business Survey)
NLFBDS (National Longitudinal Family Business Disaster Survey)
Kay explained about “Approach” to Objective 1 and Objective 2 and also explained about equations in Objective 1 and Objective 2.  She presented a slide about how to answer the questions posed under Objective 1 and Objective 2. She explained how the third wave of data (2007 NFBS) will be collected. The Center for Survey Statistics and Methodology at Iowa State University will collect the wave 3 data.  In wave 3, only business managers will be interviewed with a sample size of approximately 500. 

Kay Stafford explained about “Data for NC1030.” Data will be provided to members of FBRG at two times: a) when NFBDS is complete, and b) when NLFBDS is complete.

George will do the data part.  Kay Stafford explained about “broader impact” as the following:  1) Both the sample and research results make the task of raising awareness of and mitigating natural disasters before a disaster strikes easier. 2) NFBLDS will fill the void in representative data on small firms. 3) Explanatory variables broaden the audience for the results. 4) Graduate students will receive transferable research training. 

Report from the Policy Committee
Cindy Jasper reviewed what the policy committee has developed thus far and discussed whether or not additional modifications are needed.  Cindy Jasper suggested the group take a look at the issue that we face with this new project.  She passed out a draft to the group. In particular, the group needed to look at the section 10 on page 7.  Cindy Jasper, Kay Stafford, and Maria Marshall are the policy committee members. 
Monday, October 9, 2000, 8:00am to 5:00 pm

Margaret Fitzgerald presided over the meeting.  The meeting started at 8:15 pm, Room 274 of McNeal Hall. The group worked more detailed NSF proposal content work.

Review of NSF Proposal Content
George Haynes described SHELDUS (Spatial Hazard Events and Losses Data for the United States) disaster data. This data would be added to NC1030 wave 3 dataset.  Any questions regarding the SHELDUS disaster data could be reached at: Susan L. Cutter, Director, Hazards Research Laboratory, University of South Carolina

Information in regards to18 different natural hazards ( >$50,000) are available in this SHELDUS disaster data. For example, thunderstorms, hurricanes, floods, wildfires, etc.

Data points for each event include the followings:  beginning date, location, estimated property damage, estimated crop losses, injuries, and fatalities.  Hazards Research Lab has used Social Vulnerability Index (SVI). The Social Vulnerability Index (SVI) was measured by wealth & income, gender, race & ethnicity, age, commercial & industrial development employment loss, family structure, and etc. 
Kay Stafford noted some ideas on the clip-chart:

Compare PSEDI, EVI, SVI, CVD
County business patterns

PESD (Panel Study of Entrepreneurial Dynamics) & SHELDUS (Spatial Hazard Events and Losses Data for the United States)
George Haynes explained what existing data will be merged for the project: Economically vulnerability variables, County population (per capita), SHELDUS (87 sets of variables) – FIPS code, Type of disaster (18 types), and damage from community, businesses, and households (property and crop). The county level data would be used to meet our objective 1 -- To analyze the effect of internal and external events and policy changes on family business and the consequent, indirect effects on communities.

Concept of Resilience Capacity
Sharon Danes presented the idea of Resilience Capacity. There is a distinction between capacity (stock measure) and use of capacity (flow measure).  According to NFBS measurement, family functionality (APGAR), cognitive predisposition for scheduling congruity, and pattern of adjusting to disruptions (e.g., personal time reallocation, obtaining additional help, adjusting family resources, adjusting business resources, and intertwining tasks) can explain resilience capacity.
Sharon also explained Resilience Capacity in the context of the NSF study. In the study, there are 3 points in time: before the disaster, the disaster, and after the disaster. These can be also explained as: resilience capacity, resilience with non-adjustments to disaster, and resilience with adjustments to disaster.
Concepts of Risk, Ambiguity, and Sample Space Ignorance

Helen Pushkarskaya presented the concepts of risk, ambiguity, and sample space ignorance that could be relevant to the NSF study.  Due to risk, ambiguity and the sample space ignorance, outcomes or decision-making by people could vary.  People could be experts or non-experts in a risky environment. Uncertainty (risk) for outcomes can lead to loss.  Risk tolerance deals with the probability of loss.  The group continued to discuss how the ideas presented are connected to the objectives of the NC1030 project. The group suggested working on a concept paper with these ideas.
Review of Two Declarations from the NSF Study
Kay Stafford, Sharon Danes, and George Haynes presented 2 declarations from the NSF study:  Declaration 1 is related to the objective 1 in NSF study, whereas declaration 2 is related to the objective 2 in NSF study.  

Kay explained about how to measure “congruity.”  Sharon suggested a sub-group work to discuss possible questions that the group could include in the 2007 NFBS (National Family Business Survey). Margaret Fitzgerald suggested the group consider which parts from the NSF project would not be accomplished by the NC1030 group. 

Miscelleneous: Greetings from Jan McCulloch and Dean Darlyne Bailey

Between 11:00 and 11:30, Drs. Jan McCulloch and Darlyne Bailey came and greeted the group.  Dr. Darlyne Bailey is the new Dean, College of Education and Human Development, University of Minnesota. Dr. Jan McCulloch is the Department Head, Family Social Science Department, University of Minnesota.  All the group members introduced themselves to Dean Bailey and Dr. McCulloch.  

Sharon Danes presented a brief overview of how regional research projects work, the history of our project, and the recent NSF grant to Dean Bailey and Dr. McCulloch.  Sharon also explained to Darlyne and Jan about the nature of our NC1030 group and emphasized the dynamics, synergy, human capital that each of us bring to this multi-state research group from each state, each university, and each discipline. 

Dean Bailey provided the group with her thoughts about how she would bring a vision to her new college.  Dean Bailey commented that building relationships from multi-culture, multi-discipline, and multi-nation can be ground-breaking. She provided concluding remarks, how wonderful this multi-state research group is in terms of how the group could grow based on the nature of its multi-functions. 
Updates of NC1030 Technical Committee Policy Handbook

The Policy Committee (Cindy Jasper, Kay Stafford, and Maria Marshall) distributed a hand-out with the following four points:

* Use of NE167 or NC1030 datasets, questions, or respondents
* Related to the current objectives of the NC1030 project

* Claiming a connection to NE167, NC1030, and/or project team as part of the justification/promotion of a project proposal


* If in doubt, please post it

The group discussed such issues as – who are members of the technical committee?; who can join?; what is the structure of the technical committee?; what are the responsibilities of the members?; who may have access to the data collected?; who can use a shared dataset?; who may have access to interview schedules?; what are the guidelines regarding the submission of research proposals for funding related to the family business group?; and what are the guidelines for use of the data for consulting purposes? 

Discussion of Future NC1030 Work – Concept Papers
The group discussed working on concept papers and Margaret distributed a set of sample concept papers.  Kay listed assignments for “Concept Papers” on the flip-chart:
Kay – Congruity,  Sharon – Family resilience capacity, Holly- Boundary theory, Helen – Risk, ambiguity, and ignorance, Linda – Community social responsibility, Margaret – Adjustment strategies, Linda and Margaret – Technology (e.g., adoption, strategy), Holly – Business disaster recovery, Maria – Disaster payments to farms, George – Environmental vulnerability, and Helen – Tobacco buy out policy implication
Discussion of Future NC1030 Work – Disaster Question
Sharon Danes circulated a hand-out with a list of disaster questions to the group. These questions will be asked to family business-owners. Kay Stafford suggested the group look at the listed questions. The group discussed the following questions: a) Was the county where your business resides declared a federal disaster area anytime between 1995 and 2000?; b) Did your business receive any direct payments from any federal disaster assistance program between 1995 and 2000?; c) Did your business receive any loans from any federal disaster assistance program between 1995 and 2000?; d) Did you receive any direct payments from any federal insurance program, such as federal flood or crop insurance?; e) Did you receive proceeds from any private insurance because of damage caused by the disaster?; f) Did your business realize other losses from the disaster, such as loss of customers, loss of employees, loss of revenue, etc.?; g) What actions did you make take immediately after the disaster?; h) What actions has your business taken to mitigate the effects of future disasters (e.g., negotiated a new lease agreement, negotiated new employees contracts, etc.)?; and i) what actions has your family taken to mitigate the effects of future disasters?
The group discussed issues about the federal insurance program such as flood or crop insurance vs. purchased additional private insurance (in questions d, e). The group also discussed mitigation strategy (in question h). Helen suggested that the question h should be re-phrased.  Kay raised the question “are we capturing red-cross stuff” in this set of questions?  Holly commented that a question - “what assistance did you receive from the disaster?” needs to be included after the question g and before question h.  The group continued to discuss how to add more sub-questions into this list. 
Discussion of IRB -Human Subjects Requirements
The group discussed IRB-human subjects requirements. Sharon Danes has received an approval from University of Minnesota, but it is for the NSF proposal. Since the group is currently using existing data, the NC1030 project might not need an approval. 
Review of NC1030: 2 Objectives

Margaret summarized which objectives of the NC1030 project will not be covered by the NSF project: Objectives 1 –b and 2-a. 
Tuesday, October 10, 8:15 am to 11:30am

The meeting was chaired by Margaret Fitzgerald. She had state representatives provide reports on the status of their research publications and other activities. 
Ohio: Kay worked with Sharon and John Loy in Minnesota on three papers: “Family business success: Differences in female- and male-owned businesses.”, “Management Practices of Small Private Firms within a Quality Framework.”, “Gender Effects on Family Business Revenue Over Time.” They presented gender difference in family business success paper at the Family Enterprise Research Conferences in Niagara Falls, Canada, in April.  Kay has also submitted a paper on management practices to the Journal of Small Business Management. 
Minnesota: Conflict assessment can be found in Sharon’s recent work.  Conflicts and relationships among family members, and women’s role will be continuously examined. The quality of studies in MN farms will be worked on. She has worked on three research papers with Kay and John Loy. One article has been published with Yoon Lee. She also has five articles in progress at this point.
Wisconsin: Cindy has been working with Ramona on a book chapter.  Cindy will continue to work on succession and management issues within family businesses in her current project. She has also been working with Yoon on a paper that focuses on differences in business and family management styles. The other paper that Cindy is currently involved with focuses on business management issues, particularly promotion and customer service within the family business. 

Indiana: Maria has just joined us for this project. Holly reported her work for the Indiana State report. Holly’s manuscript “Boundaries and the Functioning of Family and Business Systems” was published in the Journal of Family and Economic Issues in 2006. Holly has another publication this year, “Financial Intermingling in Small Family Businesses” which was published in the Journal of Business Venturing. Another topic- financial bootstrapping and intermingling in small and family businesses, was presented at the EIASS Family Firm Conference in France in 2006. Holly has also been working on for-profit family businesses as socially responsible organizations. Holly will also be working on a paper about comparisons of intermingling incidence between farm and non-farm family businesses.
North Dakota: Margaret has had a paper published, titled “A Panel Study of Copreneurs in Business: Who Enters, Continues and Exits?” in the Family Business Review. Margaret said that she is working on more topics dealing with copreneurs.  Also, additional work can be found in the International Journal of Family Business. Next few months she will focus on getting papers finished and out. She will also present a paper with Glenn at the United States Association for Small Business and Entrepreneurship in January 2007.
Montana: George has worked on three grant proposals with Sharon and Kay to collect more data for this project. The proposal to NSF has been funded. George has been working with researchers at Baruch College, and he will continue to work with them on Korean- American and Mexican-American small business in the United States. George has been looking at financial intermingling issues among these populations. George is also working on gender differences in family business management among Korean- American and Mexican-American businesses. George will continue to work on the disaster study. 

Oklahoma: Glenn has been doing additional surveys of Oklahoma businesses looking at business success, Internet usage, and the role of small business within the local community. Glenn has also been working with an e-Extension proposal for funding for the development of an entrepreneurship web site. The proposal has been accepted, and development is proceeding with an anticipated mid-2007 roll-out date. Glenn has worked with Margaret about Coprenuers and the work has been published in the Family Business Review. Glenn has also worked with Linda and Jane Swinney on community social responsibility and how it is related to family business success.
Kentucky: Helen has just joined us on this project and has not had much time to report.
Iowa: Linda has worked on the areas of family business success over time, family business and community impact, and technology integration and family firm performance. Linda has completed three journal papers. The paper Entrepreneurship and the Impact of Managerial Role on Family Business Success can be seen in the Journal of Marketing and Entrepreneurship in 2006. Her community social responsibility paper and e-commerce technology and diffusion paper are under review. Linda has also worked with Margaret on “Assessing the Impact of Managerial Adjustment Strategies on Family Business Success Over Time” and it will be submitted to the Journal of Developmental Entrepreneurship.
Utah:  

Yoon had two publications in 2006, both in the Journal of Family and Economic Issues.  One is a work with Sharon Danes and the other one is a work with Barbara Rowe and Soog Hong.  Both manuscripts deal with women’s work role in family-owned businesses.   Yoon also has been working with Cindy on gender differences in business success.  Yoon is planning to work on research about intermingling of time, money, and labor in farm and non-farm family owned businesses. Yoon plans to work on this research with Holly and Maria.  
Hawaii: Diane was unable to attend this meeting, but she submitted her state report via email. Diane and John have been working on a comparison of home based family businesses in Hawaii versus the United States. They have also been working on measures of internal and external risk. Diane and John found preliminary results on which factors help explain why businesses continue or not. Diane presented a poster on “Characteristics of Home-Based Family Businesses: A Comparison between Hawaii and the United States” at the Hawaii Association of Family & Consumer Sciences Annual Meeting.
Report of Policy Committee

The group revisited the policy issue in NC1030 Technical Committee. The major decision was regarding the use of NE167 or NC1030 datasets, questions, or respondents, the work should be related to the current objectives of the NC1030 project, the work needs to claim a connection to NE167, NC1030, and/or project team as part of the justification/ promotion of a project proposal. Kay made the motion, Glenn seconded the motion, and all members unanimously agreed. 
Arrangements for Next Meeting
The spring meeting will be at University of Minnesota, in March, 2007. Specific dates have not been decided. After the discussion, the group decided that the Fall, 2007 meeting will be at University of Minnesota in St. Paul, Minnesota. The specific dates for the Fall, 2007 meeting will be Oct. 22-23 (Monday and Tuesday, 8 to 5).  

Concluding Remarks from Administrative Advisor, Dr. Hess

Dr. Hess noted that this is a wonderful group which is dynamic and has synergy. She said that she was really happy to join the group because it is a very productive group. She concluded with “keep working as you have done.”  
Meeting Adjourned  
The meeting was adjourned by Margaret Fitzgerald at 11:50 am on October 10, 2006.

Respectfully submitted,

Yoon Lee, Associate Professor
Department of Family, Consumer and Human Development

Utah State University
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    CSREES-USDA Update to NC-1030, Oct. 2006
www.csrees.usda.gov

CSREES National Program Leader Liaison to the States

The primary role of the NPL State Liaisons is to serve as a resource and information conduit for the Land Grant College and University System.  The liaisons will engage in dialogue and information exchange with the states about issues and concerns that warrant attention.  The two NPLs assigned to a state are expected to serve 3-5 years, will provide e-mail and phone contacts to key personnel at that state’s Land Grant institutions; will review the integrated (AES and CES)annual plan of work for the state; will arrange a visit to the campuses each year if possible; and will meet with Ag Experiment Station, Academic Programs and Extension Service directors or designees and staff to provide briefings about CSREES business, programs, and administration/management.  

	NPL LIAISONS TO THE STATES BY REGION  
	

	[As of 8/17/16]
	
	

	
	
	

	Western Region
	George Cooper
	

	Alaska
	Graves, Chuck
	Jerkins,  Diana

	American Samoa -- See Hawaii
	 
	 

	Arizona
	Jones, Dan*
	Tuckermanty, Elizabeth

	California
	Meyer, Rick*
	Smith, Greg

	Colorado
	Gerrior, Shirley
	Hipple, Pat

	Guam, Micronesia, Northern Marianas
	Blanche, Catalino*
	Tupas, Luis*

	Hawaii, American Samoa
	Burfening, Peter
	Tupas, Luis*

	Idaho
	Bewick, Tom*
	Dorsey, Maurice*

	Montana
	Bailey, Carmela*
	Hunt, Fen

	Nevada 
	Jones, Dan*
	Wright, Sherri*

	New Mexico
	Bahn, Henry*
	Johnson, Monte*

	Northern Marianas -- See Guam
	 
	 

	Oregon
	Auburn, Jill*
	Qureshi, Muquarrab

	Utah
	Blanche, Catalino*
	Singleton, Jan

	Washington 
	Bewick, Tom*
	Dorsey, Maurice*

	Wyoming
	Maggard, Sally*
	Thro, Ann Marie*

	
	
	

	North Central Region
	Mary McPhail Gray
	

	Illinois
	Dobrowolski, Jim
	McLean, Gail

	Indiana
	Brayton, Peter
	Valco, Tom

	Iowa
	Jacobs-Young, Chavonda
	Johnson, Monte*

	Kansas
	Hamernik, Deb
	Wozniak, Chris

	Michigan
	Johnson, Peter*
	LeMenestrel, Suzanne 

	Minnesota
	Lin, Liang-Shiou
	Swanson, Marilyn

	Missouri
	Auburn, Jill*
	Lawrence, Irma

	Nebraska
	Maggard, Sally*
	Thro, Ann Marie*

	North Dakota 
	Chen, Hongda
	Norland, Eric

	Ohio
	Rao, Ram*
	Welsh, Susan*

	South Dakota 
	Reynnells, Richard*
	LeMenestrel, Suzanne 

	Wisconsin 
	Stone, Barbara
	Nowierski, Bob*

	
	
	

	Southern Region
	Dan Kugler
	

	Alabama 
	Sherman, Gary
	Sureshwaran, Suresh 

	Arkansas
	Bolton, Herb
	Schuchardt, Jane

	Florida
	Ebodaghe, Denis
	Morant, Mervalin

	Georgia
	Bowers, Michael
	Purcell-Miramontes, Mary

	Kentucky
	Cleland, Charles
	Wright, Sherri*

	Louisiana 
	Jensen, Gary
	Mirando, Mark

	Mississippi
	Bailey, Carmela*
	Tate, Tom*

	North Carolina
	Reynnells, Richard*
	Wysocki, Joseph*

	Oklahoma
	Trotman, Audrey
	Wysocki, Joseph*

	Puerto Rico , Virgin Islands
	Afele-Fa'amuli, Saleia
	Knighton, Ray

	South Carolina 
	Goldner, Bill
	Rao, Ram*

	Tennessee 
	Crosby, Greg
	Garrett, Byron

	Texas 
	Green, Jim
	Kaleikau, Ed

	Virgin Islands -- See Puerto Rico
	 
	 

	Virginia 
	Lichens-Park, Anne
	Rozum, Mary Ann*

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Northeast  Region
	Anna Palmisano
	

	Connecticut, Storrs and New Haven
	Cardwell, Kitty
	Tate, Tom*

	Delaware
	Crosby, Greg
	Saltos, Etta

	District of Columbia
	Parochetti, Jim
	Valentine, Nancy

	Maine
	Crocoll, Caroline*
	Eastwood, Basil

	Maryland
	Hegg, Richard
	Johnson, Peter*

	Massachusetts
	Meyer, Rick*
	Thomas, Edith

	New Hampshire
	Hoffman, Bill
	Schuchardt, Jane

	New Jersey
	Bahn, Henry*
	Torrence, Mary

	New York
	Crocoll, Caroline*
	Draper, Marty

	Pennsylvania
	Rozum, Mary Ann*
	Schmoldt, Daniel*

	Rhode Island
	Cavallaro, Nancy
	Stone, Barbara

	Vermont 
	Nowierski, Bob*
	O'Neill, Mike

	West Virginia 
	Welsh, Susan*
	Schmoldt, Dan*

	
	
	

	1890 Institutions
	Ralph Otto
	

	1994 Institutions
	Michel Desbois
	

	
	
	


CSREES One Solution

The One Solution initiative is designed to centralize and standardize reporting to CSREES through a web-based “one-stop shop” for report submission and internal staff review and synthesis.  This CSREES Information System (CIS) will maintain the legacy of information collected over the years and will be implemented incrementally beginning with the development of a Project Plan to be finished during the summer of 2006.  CIS is expected to be fully operational within 2-3 years.  

www.csrees.usda.gov/onesolution
eXtension

eXtension (pronounced ee-extension) is designed to provide just-in-time information and learning opportunities to people via the Internet at every hour of every day year-round.  Creating eXtension content are Communities of Practice (CoPs), which are virtual groups of subject matter specialists who collaborate online to review existing Extension publications, create new documents, answer consumer questions, and maintain current resources.  Initially funded through state and federal dollars, and eventually with additional resources from non-government partners, eXtension is designed to complement placed-based Extension education. With Ask the Experts (ATE) and Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) features, anyone with Internet access can connect with unbiased, timely, and science-based learning opportunities.  Through a process called skinning, a graphical user interface that allows Web developers to create different looks for Web site windows, a learner's first interaction will be with their local and/or state Extension office, even though the resource may originate from a land-grant university anywhere in the nation. http://about.extension.org/about and http://about.extension.org/wiki/Mission 

Competitive Programs

The FY 2007 NRI RFA stipulates mandatory on-line submissions.
www.csrees.usda.gov/fo/fundview.cfm?fonum=1606
Most other CSREES competitive programs, as is the case across all of federal government, will require electronic submission. 
www.csrees.usda.gov/fo/funding.cfm
Current CSREES, REE, and USDA Strategic Plans 

www.csrees.usda.gov (go to About Us) 

CREATE-21

www.CREATE-21.org
A SCIENCE ROADMAP FOR AGRICULTURE:  UPDATE 2006 

http://www.cals.ncsu.edu/escop/Roadmap%20Update_2006,%20read%20version.pdf
CSREES ADMINISTRATOR’S REVIEW OF AGENCY RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION PORTFOLIOS 

http://www.csrees.usda.gov/business/reporting/portfolios.html
Prepared by Jane Schuchardt, CSREES National Program Leader, 202-690-2674, jschuchardt@csrees.usda.gov, and Frank Boteler, CSREES Deputy Administrator, Economic and Community Systems, 202-7207947, fboteler@csrees.usda.gov, September 28, 2006. 
