Questions about the program should be directed to the MSU Technology Transfer Office at
(406) 994-7868.
II.

PROGRAM GUIDELINES
Eligibility for Grants

This program is supported with funds derived from revenues from the dedicated cultivar
breeding programs. Therefore, eligibility for CDRP Grants in the College of Agriculture is
limited to full and part-time tenure track faculty and to permanent research scientists working to
support cultivar varietal development. Visiting faculty are not eligible, nor are postdoctoral
research associates or students. Proposals must include or be endorsed by at least one of the
breeding program leads.
Uses of Grant Funds

CDRP funds are only for the support of cultivar development. Budgets may include support
for:
1.
Graduate research assistants (GRA's) directly supporting the project. While grants are
not intended to support unrelated thesis or dissertation research, GRA' s are encouraged
to participate in cultivar development activities, and priority will be given to proposals
that include support for such GRAs. Proposals requesting graduate student stipends
should make clear the role played by a student in the project.
2.
Labor costs essential to the project, such as technicians and other support staff.
3.
Equipment essential to the project. For equipment >$5,000, at least one quote should
be included in the proposal to ensure any funds awarded will efficiently achieve the
proposal's objectives.
4.
General expenses such as supplies, materials, and services which are essential to the
project.
CDRP :g.i,nds are not:
1. /to replace funding which should be provided by the College, MAES, or commodity
groups (such as the Montana Wheat and Barley Committee) for cultivar development.
2.
intended to support the development of enabling technologies, but rather to support the
application of existing technologies to produce new cultivars in existing breeding
programs and to enhance the capability to generate test data on new cultivars.
3.
to provide travel funds to attend professional meetings
Proposals may be for more than one year, although annual awards will be dependent on the
availability of funds.
CDRP funds not granted in a given year will be retained in the CDRP set-aside fund (i.e. rolled
over), and will be made available as part of the next year's CDRP grant program.
CORP Grant Fund Source
Funds to be included be included in the CDRP Grant Fund will be those that meet all of the
following criteria:
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The proposed budget should be detailed, clearly justified, and relate to the real needs of the
research. The appropriateness of the budget will be considered in evaluating the proposal.
Budgets may be adjusted by the review committee. Limit of one page.
3.

Budget Justification: Each item in the budget must be justified as an expenditure required by
the project plan and not be available through existing sources. The use of the requested funds
must be put in the context ofthe overall ongoing cultivar program, both in terms ofthe specific
project to be accomplished, such as additional crosses, selections or screenings introduced, and
in relation to the total funding support of the program. Therefore, proposers should list their
current and pending funding as part of the proposal, and be specific about the expected impact
of the additional requested funding e.g. the relative increase in the number ofcrosses, selections,
evaluations, or testing to be performed, etc. Limit of onepage.

4.

Reports. If funding was received from the Cultivar Development Research Program during the
previous budget year, a report must be included indicating what expenditures were made, how
the funds were used and the benefit provided to the Cultivar Development Research Program
over and above what would have been supported by other resources. Limit of one page (per
previous proposal).
An el ectronic copy of each proposal should be submitted to the TTO Director
(daniel.iuliano@montana.edu).

IV.

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS
The goal of this program is to advance the development of cultivars. The major points to be
considered in reviewing proposals are as follows:
1. General:
a. Does the proposal communicate the importance of the work?
b. Have proposal format guidelines been followed?
2. Significance:
a. Is the proposed project within a cultivar development program or will it complement
such a program?
b. Will successful completion result in improved cultivars which will have a positive
impact on agriculture in Montana?
c. How important is a CDRP grant to the program or project? For instance, will the
CDRP funds be leveraged (e.g. be used as matching funds against other grants) or
are the CDRP funds filling a critical need that cannot otherwise be met?
d. Is there a strong expected Return on Investment? Consider impacts on the Montana
agricultural economy, the university, and the cultivar development program itself.
3. Project Design:
a. Does the proposer have the necessary background and expertise?
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