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[bookmark: _Toc401831357][bookmark: _Toc401832401]A1. Circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.

Identify any legal or administrative requirements that necessitate the collection. Attach a copy of the appropriate section of each statute and regulation mandating or authorizing the collection of information.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]This is a revision of a currently approved information collection request. The Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program (EFNEP) is a Federal Extension (community outreach) program that currently operates through 1862 and 1890 Land-Grant Universities in every state, the District of Columbia, and the six U.S. territories. The program uses education to support participants’ efforts towards self-sufficiency, nutritional health, and well-being. EFNEP combines hands-on learning, applied science, and program data to ensure program effectiveness, efficiency, and accountability. The Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program is the largest single Extension program in the National Institute of Food and Agriculture’s (NIFA) budget, funded as a separate line item at $70 million in 2025. The data collected through the Web-based Nutrition Education Evaluation and Reporting System (WebNEERS) is a significant component of the program.

EFNEP is a unique program that began in 1969. It is designed to reach families with young children and youth/children with limited financial resources. Extension professionals train and supervise paraprofessionals and volunteers who teach food and nutrition information and skills to families and youth with limited financial resources.

The EFNEP program data collection requirements have existed since 1969. In 1990, the House Committee on Agriculture voiced their displeasure with existing data that was being provided on EFNEP and demanded greater accountability and the ability to show the degree to which the program achieved its objectives. A new evaluation system was developed, and an expert panel was convened to look at the data elements and determine which data would be most critical for use by policy makers. The panel included representatives from other USDA agencies with whom EFNEP partners (Economic Research Service and Food and Nutrition Service), the USDA Office of Budget and Program Analysis, and evaluation specialists from the Federal Extension Service and its university partners. Concurrence was received from staff for the House Committee on Agriculture. The panel identified the most valuable behaviors to measure, which then became the core components of this information collection. Since the information collection was initially approved, the system has been upgraded to align with technological advancements and to address changes in data collection standards and requirements (e.g., data collection on race/ethnicity, updates to dietary guidelines, etc.). In 2012, in response to a review of the information collection, stakeholder feedback, and an evaluation of stakeholder needs, NIFA created the WebNEERS system as a platform for collecting data for this information collection. Since its initial development, WebNEERS has been regularly evaluated to ensure that only data necessary for the implementation of EFNEP is collected. 

The evaluation processes of EFNEP remain consistent with the requirements of Congressional legislation and OMB and supports the reporting requirements requested in the Government Performance and Results Act of 1993 (GPRA) (Pub. L. 103–62), the Federal Activities Inventory Reform Act of 1998 (FAIR Act) (Pub. L. 105–270), and the Agricultural, Research, Extension and Education Reform Act of 1998 AREERA) (Pub. L. 105–185. The FAIR Act requires the development and implementation of a system to monitor and evaluate agricultural research and extension activities in order to measure the impact and effectiveness of research, extension, and education programs. AREERA requires a performance evaluation to be conducted to determine whether federally funded agricultural research, extension, and education programs result in public goods that have national or multistate significance. EFNEP data is also available to the public via public 
[bookmark: _Toc401831358][bookmark: _Toc401832402]

A2. Purpose and Use of the Information.

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

The general purpose of the Web-based Nutrition Education Evaluation and Reporting System (WebNEERS) is to provide the data needed to assure the quality of the educational program and the alignment of plans, budgets, and results with program policies and expectations. Information is collected federally on an annual basis. WebNEERS is a secure system designed, hosted, and maintained by Clemson University. It is hosted on an https:// secure server which is password protected. The system provides a variety of reports that are useful for federal (NIFA), institutional (1862 and 1890 Land-Grant Universities) and local (county) management purposes, including the ability to provide diagnostic assessments of participant needs, summarize data for institutional and federal assessment of the program’s impact, and to prepare strategic plans for the upcoming year. 

At the federal level, the data is critical for assuring program accountability. WebNEERS reports include demographic, outcome and impact data on program participants and staff as well as program plans, budgets and qualitative program impacts. As the reports are submitted from each 1862 and 1890 Land-Grant Institution, they are reviewed in the federal office for completeness, accuracy, and adherence to EFNEP programmatic and fiscal policies. Specific feedback is given to each institution on the quality and effectiveness of its program results, program plan, and the appropriateness of its budget statement. 

Each year the federal data is analyzed and used to create national impact reports (see  Impacts and Reporting: National EFNEP Reports | National Institute of Food and Agriculture (usda.gov)), identify partners and stakeholders, and respond to congressional questions. It is also used to justify the need for continued and increased funding for EFNEP. Institution data is compiled by tiers and sent to the institutions to allow for programmatic comparisons by funding allocation and to inform program management decisions (see EFNEP | REEIS (usda.gov)). Note: Tiers are established based on funding levels (see EFNEP Basics - New Coordinator Guide - rev 04.01.2016.pdf (usda.gov), p.9 for descriptions of funding tiers). 

At the federal level the impact data is periodically analyzed in other ways, such as by race and ethnicity to determine the degree to which the program is effective across low-income populations. This analysis has consistently shown that EFNEP participants of all backgrounds, demonstrate a significant improvement in dietary quality and food related practices. Data from these analyses have been shared through various federal reports and at national conferences, along with lessons learned in delivering an effective nutrition education program. 

At the institution level, university staff generate institution-level reports for institution-level stakeholders and use results to guide strategic planning and program management decisions. Data is exportable for additional analyses and research. 

[bookmark: _Toc401831359][bookmark: _Toc401832403]A3. Use of information technology and burden reduction. 

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 of collection. Also describe any consideration of using information technology to reduce burden.

NIFA makes every effort to comply with the E-Government Act, 2002 (E-Gov) (Pub. L. 107-347) and to provide for alternative submission of information collections.

WebNEERS is a secure system designed, hosted, and maintained by Clemson University. It is hosted on an https:// secure server which is password protected. The system is user-friendly, provides powerful filters for aggregating the data, complies with OMB standards for data, and protects personally identifiable information. Data is stored on a secure server and users must be logged in to enter, analyze, download, review, or submit data. Screens have been simplified to improve the data entry process. Data can be entered from any computer, tablet, or device with an internet connection, which also reduces the overall burden. Data is available to users in real time, again improving the system’s ease of use. 

A direct data app component has been implemented for adult pre-/post demographic questionnaires and behavior questionnaires, which allows participants to enter data directly rather than have staff enter the data. This feature gives participants greater autonomy in what they submit and potentially could reduce their data submission burden. Two versions have been created to allow for participants to use their own devices or to use university devices offline which can be uploaded later. The latter feature allows participants to enter their own data even where they may lack an electronic device or where internet connectivity is limited.  NIFA anticipates 100 percent of respondents will submit data electronically at https://www.webneers.net/user/login?return_url=%2F.  The screenshots are provided with this collection request.


[bookmark: _Toc401831360][bookmark: _Toc401832404]A4. Efforts to identify duplication. 

Describe efforts to identify duplication. Show specifically why any similar information already available cannot be used or modified for use for the purposes described in Question 2.

No duplication is involved. There is no similar information available which can be used or modified to meet the information needs of this program. NIFA has evaluated the forms (screenshots) included in this collection and has eliminated redundant and repetitive questions. 

[bookmark: _Toc401831361][bookmark: _Toc401832405]A5. Impacts on small businesses or other small entities. 

If the collection of information impacts small businesses or other small entities (Item 5 of OMB Form 83-I), describe any methods used to minimize burden.

[bookmark: _Toc401831362][bookmark: _Toc401832406]This information collection will have no impact on small businesses or small entities as the respondents do not include any small businesses or entities.


A6. Consequences of collecting the information less frequently. 

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.

NIFA would be unable to ensure program integrity, compare, assess, and analyze the effectiveness and the impact of EFNEP without the annual collection of data. Also, it would be difficult for NIFA to provide appropriate guidance and leadership without having an awareness of the institutions’ programming efforts and effectiveness, their program plans, and their projected budgets. 

[bookmark: _Toc401831363][bookmark: _Toc401832407]A7. Special circumstances relating to the Guidelines of 5 CFR 1320.5. 

Explain any special circumstances that would cause an information collection to be conducted in a manner: 
· Requiring respondents to report information to the agency more often than quarterly; 
· Requiring respondents to prepare a written response to a collection of information in fewer than 30 days after receipt of it; 
· Requiring respondents to submit more than an original and two copies of any document; 
· Requiring respondents to retain records, other than health, medical, government contract, grant-in-aid, or tax records for more than three years;
· In connection with a statistical survey, that is not designed to produce valid and reliable results that can be generalized to the universe of study; 
· Requiring the use of a statistical data classification that has not been reviewed and approved by OMB;
· That includes a pledge of confidentiality that is not supported by authority established in statute or regulation, that is not supported by disclosure and data security policies that are consistent with the pledge, or which unnecessarily impedes sharing of data with other agencies for compatible confidential use; or 
· Requiring respondents to submit proprietary trade secret, or other confidential information unless the agency can demonstrate that it has instituted procedures to protect the information's confidentiality to the extent permitted by law.

There are no special circumstances. The collection of information is conducted in a manner consistent with the guidelines in 5 CFR 1320.5.


[bookmark: _Toc401831364][bookmark: _Toc401832408]A8. Comments to the Federal Register Notice and efforts for consultation. 

If applicable, provide a copy and identify the date and page number of publication in the Federal Register of the agency's notice, required by 5 CFR 1320.8 (d), soliciting comments on the information collection prior to submission to OMB. Summarize public comments received in response to that notice and describe actions taken by the agency in response to these comments. Specifically address comments received on cost and hour burden.	

Describe efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of instructions and recordkeeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 

Consultation with representatives of those from whom information is to be obtained or those who must compile records should occur at least once every 3 years even if the collection of information activity is the same as in prior years. There may be circumstances that may preclude consultation in a specific situation. These circumstances should be explained.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]
The notice for this proposed information collection appeared in the Federal Register on Thursday, January 22, 2026, Vol. 91, No. 14 (91 FR 2723). Two comments were received, one of which was not relevant to this information collection and the other offered general support for the program overall. No specific changes were made to this collection in response to the comments.

Consultation with persons outside the agency:

	UNIVERSITY
	CONTACT INFORMATION

	North Carolina State University
	Lisa Benavente
	labenave@ncsu.edu

	South Dakota State University
	Samantha Devaney
	samantha.devaney@sdstate.edu

	University of Idaho
	Annie Roe
	aroe@uidaho.edu

	University of Maryland Eastern Shore
	Virginie Zoumenou
	vmzoumenou@umes.edu

	University of New Mexico
	Donna Sauter
	sauter@nmsu.edu

	University of Vermont
	Maire Folan
	maire.folan@uvm.edu

	University of Wisconsin
	Kathryn Boryc Smock
	kathryn.boryc@wisc.edu



Stakeholders provided information related to time needed to complete the collection as well as suggestions on content and format of reporting capabilities to ensure that the collection meets program and user needs. NIFA has taken this feedback into consideration and determined that the information asked for in this collection is necessary to complete the risk assessment required by current regulations.

[bookmark: _Toc401831365][bookmark: _Toc401832409]A9. Explain any decisions to provide any payment or gift to respondents. 

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

The agency does not provide payment or gift to respondents, other than remuneration of contractors or grantees.


[bookmark: _Toc401831366][bookmark: _Toc401832410]A10. Assurances of confidentiality provided to respondents. 

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

There is no data that will be released. The agency has determined this request does not need to be reviewed by the Privacy Officer and this request complies with the Privacy Act of 1974.

[bookmark: _Toc401831367][bookmark: _Toc401832411]A11. Justification for any questions of a sensitive nature.   

Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual behavior or attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered private. This justification should include the reasons why the agency considers the questions necessary, the specific uses to be made of the information, the explanation to be given to persons from whom the information is requested, and any steps to be taken to obtain their consent.

No questions of a sensitive or personal nature are included in this collection. 

[bookmark: _Toc401831368][bookmark: _Toc401832412]A12. Estimates of the hour burden of the collection of information. 

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

A.	Indicate the number of respondents, frequency of response, annual hour burden, and an explanation of how the burden was estimated. If this request for approval covers more than one form, provide separate hour burden estimates for each form and aggregate the hour burdens in Item 13 of OMB Form 83-I. 

B.	Provide estimates of annualized cost to respondents for the hour burdens for collections of information, identifying and using appropriate wage rate categories.



 Estimated Annual Burden – Table 1 

	[bookmark: _Hlk92265869]Description
	Estimated Number of Respondents
	Estimated Number of Responses Per Respondent
	Estimated Total Annual Responses
	Estimated Hours/Response
	Estimated Annual Burden Hours

	EFNEP Screens
	76
	1
	76
	247
	18,772

	Total
	76
	1
	76
	247
	18,772



Annualized Cost to Respondents* - Table 2

	Type of Respondent
	Total Hours
	Hourly Wage*
	Annual Burden Cost

	Paraprofessional staff
	2,255
	$16.94
	$38,160

	Professional Staff
	16,534
	$40.38
	$667,656

	Total
	18,772
	
	$705,816



Respondents’ salary estimates are based on Bureau of Labor Statistics data - Occupational Outlook Handbook 2024 Median pay. Estimates assume that paraprofessional staff complete data entry (time stamp data - 12 % of burden hours) and professional staff review and submit the data, and prepare, review and submit program plans and budgets (staff surveys - 88% of total burden). This estimate accounts for the cost of fringe benefits for the respondents.

*Breakdown of wage rate:

· Paraprofessional staff: $35,240/year (approximately $16.94/hour). Searched “paraprofessional.” Closest match “Teacher Assistant” (some college/no degree). Teacher Assistants: Occupational Outlook Handbook: U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (bls.gov) non-degree:

18,772 hours * .12 (burden hours) * $16.94 /hour = $38,160 (rounded)

· Professional staff: $83,980/year (approximately $40.38/hour). Searched “university faculty”. Closest match Post-secondary Teachers Postsecondary Teachers: Occupational Outlook Handbook: U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (bls.gov):

18,789 hours * .88 (burden hour) * $40.38/hour = $667,656 (rounded)

Total cost burden hours (paraprofessional plus professional) $38,160 + $667,656 = $705,816. 

[bookmark: _Toc401831369][bookmark: _Toc401832413]A13. Estimates of other total annual cost burden.

Provide estimates of the total annual cost burden to respondents or recordkeepers resulting from the collection of information, (do not include the cost of any hour burden shown in questions 12 and 14). The cost estimates should be split into two components: (a) a total capital and start-up cost component annualized over its expected useful life; and (b) a total operation and maintenance and purchase of services component.

There are no capital/startup costs or ongoing operation/maintenance costs associated with this information collection.

[bookmark: _Toc401831370][bookmark: _Toc401832414]A14. Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 

Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. Provide a description of the method used to estimate cost and any other expense that would not have been incurred without this collection of information.

	Activity
	Grade
	Hours
	Cost

	Reviewing, providing feedback to universities and verifying data
	GS13
GS7
	10
60
	$582 
$1,654

	Validating data accuracy
	GS13
	100
	$5,816

	Preparing charts and graphs, summary reports for use in several annual publications, and downloading FOIA data
	GS13
	15
	$872

	Preparing annual impact report for website.
	GS12
	5
	$245

	Reviewing and providing feedback to universities on Program Plans
	GS7
	75
	$2,068

	Reviewing and providing feedback to universities on Budget information
	GS7
GS7
	5
80
	$138
$2,206

	Analyzing, evaluating, summarizing and/or reporting on the collected information.
	GS13
GS15
	20
5
	$1,163
$404

	TOTAL
	
	375
	$15,148


[bookmark: _Toc401831371][bookmark: _Toc401832415]*Dollar amounts derived from the 2026 Federal Pay Tables for Kansas City-Overland Park-Kansas City, MO-KS assuming each step 5 annual salary for each GS level listed. 

A15. Explanation of program changes or adjustments.

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

This is a revision of a currently approved information collection request.  The current burden inventory for this request is 76 respondents’ 1 total annual responses and 18,772 total annual burden hours.  The burden estimate has increased from 14,744 hours to a current, revised estimate of 18,772 hours. There are several contributing factors, including increased program participation and workforce challenges such as short or new staffing. The amount of information collected and the time it takes to complete a response is dependent on program participation. The increased burden reflects an increase in program participants which continues to rebound from declines in previous years. Additionally, workforce challenges impact the number of individuals available to support data collection processes. While program participation is increasing, the workforce has not experienced similar growth for professional or paraprofessional staff. These factors contribute to a higher estimated burden. NIFA remains committed to implementing strategies that effectively reduce burden to the greatest extent practicable. 

There were no substantive changes to the webNEERS screens from the previously approved EFNEP information collection renewal. Minor changes consist of required SPD-15 changes and required Executive Order 14168 revisions (as noted in the mockups submitted as part of this collection).

[bookmark: _Toc401831372][bookmark: _Toc401832416]A16. Plans for tabulation, and publication and project time schedule. 

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

USDA/NIFA provides funding for the EFNEP impact reports. Impact reports include a brief synopsis of the federal data, including aggregated demographic and food behavior change data. They also include personal testimonies and success stories from selected universities, which vary from year to year. Copies of the report are shared with the agency administration, colleagues throughout the agency, other federal agencies, various task forces, committees, and decision makers. They are made available to the public via the NIFA, EFNEP website – see EFNEP National Data Reports. Key data points for each university are also complied into Tier Data reports. Tiers are established based on funding levels (see EFNEP New Coordinator Guide, p.9 for descriptions of funding tiers). This report allows for comparisons by funding allocation and to federal averages which helps inform program management decisions. These reports are sent to our partners via the listserv and made available to the public on our website (see EFNEP | REEIS (usda.gov)).

[bookmark: _Toc401831373][bookmark: _Toc401832417]A17. Displaying the OMB Approval Expiration Date.

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 expiration date, OMB approval number and burden statement are included at the bottom of every page/screen within WebNEERS.

[bookmark: _Toc401831374][bookmark: _Toc401832418]A18. Exceptions to the certification statement identified in Item 19. 

Explain each exception to the certification statement identified in Item 19 of the OMB  83-I" Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act."

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