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1. Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.  
Identify any legal or administrative requirements that necessitate the collections.  
Attach a copy if the appropriate section of each status and regulation mandating 
or authorizing the collection of information.

The Agricultural Research Service (ARS) research covers the span of nutrition, food 
safety and quality, animal and plant production and protection, and natural resources 
and sustainable agricultural systems and is organized into fifteen National Programs 
addressing specific areas of this research.  Research in the Agency is conducted 
through coordinated National Programs on a five year cycle as described below. This 
cycle ensures that ARS research meets OMB’s Research and Development Investment 
Criteria and other external requirements, including the Research Title of the Farm Bill, 
and the Government Performance and Results Act of 1993 (GPRA).  These National 
Programs serve to bring coordination, communication, and empowerment to 
approximately 690 research projects carried out by ARS and focus on the relevance, 
impact, and quality of ARS research.  The requested voluntary electronic evaluation 
survey will give the beneficiaries of ARS research the opportunity to provide input on 
the impact of several ARS National Programs.  For the purpose of this National 
Program Assessment, impact is defined as research that has influenced or will 
significantly influence the area covered by the National Program; has created or will 
create information, best practices, and/or economic opportunities for the National 
Program’s customers, partners, and stakeholders; or has enabled or will enable action 
and regulatory agencies to formulate policies and regulations to support American 
agriculture.  The report and evaluation form will be available online through a 
dedicated URL.  The input provided through the completion of the evaluation form will
be shared with customers, partners, and stakeholders as part of each National 
Program’s assessment process.

The ARS has 15 National Programs, each of which are assessed every five years on a 
rotating basis as part of ARS’ National Program planning cycle to ensure the relevance,
quality, and impact of ARS research.  The assessment serves as both a retrospective 
evaluation and as the foundation for future priority setting for the Agency.  Although 
the exact process for an assessment varies by the nature of the National Program, all 
include the following four stages:

 Conducting an in-house program assessment and documenting research 
accomplishments and/or progress for presentation to external reviewers;

 Conducting an external review of accomplishments and/or progress, based on 
the preceding documentation, focused on the research’s relevance, quality, 
and impact;

 Recording the results of the review; and 
 Informing ARS leadership of evaluation results.   



All of the methodologies for an assessment include developing a written report of 
accomplishments from research conducted during the previous five years.  One 
assessment method involves sending the accomplishment report to a broad group of 
informed stakeholders for their reference and asking them to respond by completing an 
online survey about the impact of the National Program.  This survey information is 
then compiled into a report that can be shared with stakeholders and ARS 
Administrators.  The survey information can also be used for the next step of the 
National Program Planning cycle, which is planning for the following five years.

This survey has previously been used by only one of ARS’ National Programs but 
interest in its use has expanded.  Three National Programs will be using this survey 
within the three years information collection period.  Because ARS National Program 
planning cycle is 5 years in length and is staggered among National Programs, only one
or two National Programs will be using the survey in any given year.  The survey 
consists of a set of questions used in common by several or all of the National 
Programs and a few questions specific to a given National Program.  

2. Indicate how, by whom, and for what purpose the information is to be used.  
Except for a new collection, indicate the actual use the agency has made of the 
information received from the current collection.

An electronic survey has been prepared by the ARS Office of National Programs to 
reach out to as many of the customers, partners, and stakeholders of its National 
Programs as possible.  The purpose of the survey is to assess the impact of the research 
in the current National Program cycle and ensure relevance for the next cycle.  This 
survey has been used several times by the Animal Health National Program, for which 
the information gathered was analyzed in assessing impact of the research done in the 
previous cycle and identifying changes needed for upcoming research.  

3. Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the 
use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological collection 
techniques or other forms of information technology, e.g. permitting electronic 
submission of responses, and the basis for the decision for adopting this means to 
the collection.  Also describe any consideration of using information technology to 
reduce burden.

The questionnaire is an electronic survey that can only be completed on-line through a 
dedicated URL for each National Program.  The software selected for this survey, 
Survey Tracker, will allow the efficient analysis of information provided by a diverse 
group of customers with varied needs representing various agricultural producers and 
businesses, scientists representing universities throughout the United States, the private 
sector, and action and regulatory agencies in Federal and State agencies that are the 
beneficiaries of the research conducted by the respective ARS National Program.  



4. Describe any efforts to identify duplication, show specifically why any similar 
information already available cannot be used or modified for use of the purpose 
described Item 2 above.

ARS National Program Assessments are for research projects planned as part of a 5-
year program cycle.  There is no other known tracking system for our customers to 
assess the impact of our research.

5. If the collection of information impacts small businesses or other small entitles 
(Item 5 of OMB Form 82-I), describe any methods to minimize the burden.

The information collected will have no economic impact on small businesses or small 
entities.  The last National Program survey received responses from 75 businesses with 
25 being small business. 

6. Describe the consequence to Federal program or policy activities if the collection 
is not conducted or is conducted less frequently, as well as any technical or legal 
obstacles to reducing burden.

Failure to collect input from our customers on the impact of our research program 
would significantly inhibit the relevance and credibility of the research conducted at 
ARS.

7. Special Circumstances Relating to Guidelines 5 CFR 1320.5

There are no special circumstances for the collection of information requirements.

8.   Comments in Response to the Federal Register Notice and Efforts to Consult
      Outside Agency.

A Federal Register notice was published on April 30, 2019, Volume 84, page 18238. 
Two comments were received as a result of the Federal Register notice.  The first 
comment was received on April 30, 2019, from Jean Public who not in favor of any 
ARS research and no spending on this collection should be allowed.  The second 
comment was received on May 10, 2019, from Riley Brown, student at Humboldt State
University, who questioned the validity of the estimate of the burden of the proposed 
collection of information.

ARS did discuss the survey with Kathy Simmons of the National Cattlemen’s Beef 
Association; Peter Johnson, USDA National Institute for Food and Agriculture; Andres
Perez, University of Minnesota; and Elizabeth Lautner, USDA APHIS.  Please see 
their statements below

1. Kathy Simmons, Chief Veterinarian, National Cattlemen’s Beef Association, The 
Pennsylvania Building, 1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Suite 801, Washington, 
D.C. 20004-1701.  Phone number: 202-879-9131



The National Cattlemen’s Beef Association greatly appreciates the opportunity to 
participate in a regularly conducted animal health research survey through USDA, 
ARS to more specifically identify U.S. beef cattle industry priorities for future 
cattle health and production research by the agency. The USDA, ARS Animal 
Health Survey represents an extremely efficient means for providing input to the 
Animal Health National Program. The ability to offer feedback to the agency 
through survey vehicles and quarterly meetings with Animal Health National 
Program leadership has enabled the work of USDA ARS to remain highly relevant 
to the research needs of the United States beef cattle industry as well as facilitated 
beneficial and necessary scientific advancements.

2. Peter Johnson, National Program Leader, USDA NIFA, 800 9th Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20024.  Phone number 202-401-1896

Thank you very much for implementing the “Animal Health Survey” three times in
the past 15 years. The survey is easy to respond to and is an efficient way to allow 
a breadth of stakeholders to provide input to the federal government. 

While the survey is very useful to ARS Animal Health National Program for your 
planning, it is also helpful to NIFA’s Animal Health portfolio. The identification of
each commodities highest priority diseases provides NIFA with information to 
assess disease gaps we may have in our portfolio, as well as where NIFA’s 
portfolio is the strongest. Because NIFA and ARS animal health leaders hold 
monthly coordination meetings, the survey results can also be very useful to better 
coordinate and leverage funding from both ARS and NIFA. 

I hope that this survey can continue to be used periodically so that we can continue 
to be as responsive and nimble as possible addressing stakeholder needs.

Thank you again for your leadership working with OMB to provide this beneficial 
survey. Feel free to share this feedback with OMB if the opportunity exists.

3. Andres Perez, Professor, University of Minnesota, 136 Andrew Boss Laboratory, 
1354 Eckles Avenue, St. Paul, Minnesota, 55108.  Phone Number: 612-625-8709

The survey is a very useful tool to collect input from stakeholders to the federal 
government. It helps to capture the perception of stakeholders on the direction 
taken by ARS over the previous five years, and to get their input on future areas of 
development.
 

4. Elizabeth Lautner, Associate Deputy Administrator, USDA APHIS, P.O. Box 844, 
1920 Dayton Avenue, Ames, Iowa, 50010.  Phone Number: 515-337-6814

APHIS depends on research by ARS to help meet our research priorities for us to 
carry our animal health protection programs.  As one of the stakeholders for ARS 



research, I appreciate receiving the ARS Animal Health National Program 
Assessment and Priorities Survey from ARS.  It provides an opportunity to easily 
and efficiently, yet comprehensively provide input into ARS’ research plans and 
provide feedback on the progress and impact of ARS research programs.  I have 
found the Survey form useful to provide this input.

9. Explain any decision to provide any payment or gift to respondents, other than  
    remuneration of contractors or grantees.

No payment of gift was or will be provided to respondents.

10. Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis    
      for the assurance statute, regulation, or agency policy.

The confidentiality of information received by Office of National Programs is 
consistent with the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

          11. Justification for Sensitive Questions 

Questions of a sensitive nature are not applicable to this information collection.  The 
questions in the electronic survey deal entirely with the performance and impact of the 
respective National Program.

12. Provide estimates of the hour burden collection of information.  Indicate the 
number of respondents, frequency of response, annual hour burden, and an      
explanation of how the burden was estimated.

 
The estimated annual burden is 104 hours

No. 
Responses 
/Respondent

Total No. 
Respondents 
annually

Minutes per 
response

Total 
Hours

Respondents 400 400 15 minutes 100
Non-respondents 200 200 1 minute    4
Total 600 600 104.  

 
Recent experience has provided the data for calculating the number of surveys sent out 
per National Program and the response rate.  The estimated hours are based on the 
length of the survey.  It is expected that it will take 15 minutes to complete the 
survey/questionnaire.  See Copy of spreadsheet. 

The wage rate (Animal Scientists and Public Relations and Fundraising Managers) 
were based on data from the U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Employment and
Wages – May 2018 at https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ocwage.pdf.  An 
approximately equal number of university scientists and trade/science association 

https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ocwage.pdf


representatives will be completing this survey.  Based on median hourly wages from 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics for Animal Scientists ($32.54) and Public Relations and 
Fundraising Managers ($63.26), an average hourly wage rate of $48 was used. 

To account for fringe benefits, we used the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ (BLS) 
Occupational Employment Statistics (OES) (2019).  Fringe markup is from the 
following BLS release: Employer Costs for Employee Compensation news release text;
For release 10:00 am (EDT) Tuesday, June 18, 2019 
(https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ecec.pdf).  BLS reported that for civilian 
workers, fringe benefits accounted for 31.4 percent of total compensation and wages 
accounted for the remaining 68.6 percent.  To calculate the loaded hourly wage for 
each occupation, we divided the mean hourly wage by 68.3 percent.  Accordingly, the 
loaded wage rate is $48/.686 = $69.97

The total estimated cost to respondents is the loaded wage rate X total hours = 
$7,276.88. 

         13. Estimate of Other Total Annual Cost Burden to Respondents or Record-Keepers

 There are no capital and start-up, or operation, maintenance and purchase costs 
associated with this information collection.

         14. Annualized Costs to the Federal Government.

The estimated annualized cost to the Federal Government is $167. The estimated time 
to extract the information from the software (Survey Tracker) is 5 hours using a GS-11 
rate from OPM for the Baltimore/Washington Area ($33.34/hr) 
https://www.opm.gov/policy-data-oversight/pay-leave/salaries-wages/salary-tables/
pdf/2019/DCB_h.pdf.  

The wage rate (Computer and Information Analyst) was based on data from the U.S. 
Department of Labor, Occupational Employment and Wages – May 2018 at 
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ocwage.pdf. Based on the median hourly wage of
$43.31. As stated in Question 12, the BLS reported that for civilian workers, fringe 
benefits accounted for 31.4 percent of total compensation and wages accounted for the 
remaining 68.6 percent.  The loaded wage rate is $43.31/.686 = $63.13.  The estimated 
time to extract information form the software (Survey Tracker) is 5 hours. The total 
estimated cost to the Federal Government is the loaded rate X total hours = $315.65. 

         15. Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments reported in Items 13 
or 14 of OMB Form 83-I.

The number of respondents and responses was decreased from 800 to 600 and the 
burden of hours decreased from 131 hours to 104.  The decrease is due to less people 
expected to complete the survey within the three-year approval period.
 

https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ocwage.pdf
https://www.opm.gov/policy-data-oversight/pay-leave/salaries-wages/salary-tables/pdf/2019/DCB_h.pdf
https://www.opm.gov/policy-data-oversight/pay-leave/salaries-wages/salary-tables/pdf/2019/DCB_h.pdf
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/ecec.pdf


        
         16. For collections of information whose results are planned to be published, outline  
               plans for tabulation and publication.

Information will be reported based on queries via the ARS online database search page.

         17. If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
               Information collection explain the reasons that display would be inappropriate.

The Office of National Programs is not seeking approval to exempt display of the 
expiration date for OMB approval.

         18. Explain each exception to the certification statement identified Item 19 
                “Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act.”

There are no exceptions to Item 19 of OMB Form 83-I.

                         


