SUPPORTING STATEMENT

A.
Justification

1. NIDRR provides support to research and related activities in the area of disability through grants. A standard application package is necessary to meet the needs of grants processing and the peer review of grants. The Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, requires that grant applications under NIDRR be submitted to peer review. A final rule is attached based on the 1992 Amendments to the Rehabilitation Act. The regulations under 34 CFR Parts 350‑360 apply to this information collection.

2. NIDRR uses one standard application package for all of its programs. Applicants for financial assistance under one of the discretionary research programs of the Institute use the application package to submit their requests for Federal support. Peer reviewers and agency staff to evaluate the application, to monitor progress of those that do receive awards, and to process the budget and financial assistance requests of successful applicants, use the information submission. Without this information collection the Institute would not have a basis for selecting grantees.

3. The notice inviting applications will be available in text or portable document format (pdf) on the World Wide Web and on an electronic bulletin board of the Department.  The Department has developed procedures to accept discretionary grant applications electronically, however, we will not use the procedures for these grant applications.

4. Applicants for discretionary awards submit applications on a voluntary basis for discrete projects. Duplication of other collection efforts is not an issue. similar information is not already available. Agency priorities change from year to year, so that applications for funding will necessarily be different. Also, applications are reviewed by peers for acceptability, and unsuccessful applications are returned to their originators.

5. Small businesses may elect to apply for grants at their own option. The information required by the government is minimal. The Institute discourages elaborate or lengthy applications. Most applicants elect to submit far more information than the agency requires.

6. The Institute announces competitions for new grants whenever funds are appropriated for that purpose. Less frequent competitions would mean an inability to use appropriated funds. Further, less frequent competitions would restrict the opportunities available to potential applicants. Less frequent competitions would also inhibit the agency from responding to emerging needs and scientific opportunities in a timely manner.

7. There are no special circumstances that would cause an information collection to be conducted.

8. One portion of the application package contains standard Federal forms (e.g., SF 424) that request minimal needed information. Telephone conversations with thousands of potential applicants in the past three years have led to the clarifying instructions in the package. Other materials in the package are program regulations, application-rating forms based on program regulations, and instructions for the completion of the narrative. Extensive discussions have been held and public comments taken on the program regulations. The rating forms are based on selection criteria in the program regulations, and their format is based on discussions with peer reviewers and applicants in prior years. The Institute provides guidelines in the application package that encourage applicants to limit the number of pages and amount of information that they submit.

9. No payment or gift to respondents was ever provided.

10. According to EDGAR, the contents of unsuccessful applications for grants remain the property of the applicants, and are returned to the applicants. The agency retains applications in a secure room during the review process and destroys any duplicates after the review. Peer reviewers contract with the agency not to disclose any information about applications they review.

11. There are no questions of a sensitive nature.

12. Based on recent experiences, it is assumed that between 500 and 1,000 applications will be receive in any year.

13. The cost to the Federal Government of the information collection is estimated at $5,000 for printing and mailing the 4,000 application packages. The cost to the applicants is estimated at $800,000 in terms of staff time to prepare and mail application. The $800,000 is based on receipt of 1000 applications X 20 hours X $20.00 an hour = $400,000.

No. Of Respondents
Estimated Time 
Total 

Burden

1000 hrs
20 hrs
20,000 hrs

14. No change in burden. The burden to the Government is noted in the answer to question 12. There is no cost to the government.

15. Additional respondents because of campaigns to spread the word on availability of funds. This has been accomplish through increase visibility and outreach by the NIDRR Director. Increase hits on website for availability of these applications.  

16. Results will not be published.

17. The expiration date will displayed.

18. There are no exceptions to the certification statement.

B. There are no collections of information employing statistical methods.

