










FNC07-676, Evaluating TEFF Grass (Eragrostis teff) as a Value-Added Annual 
Crop for Hay and Forage to Mitigate Drought Impacts in Northwestern Nebraska  
 
Reviewers felt the information from this project would be valuable for NW Nebraska and states 
with a similar climate. The author mentioned the states that would benefit from the project and 
that was useful to reviewers. The technical team assisting with the grant has great expertise and 
that will be helpful in monitoring and analyzing results. The support letter confirmed that a 
technical team member has agreed to help with the project. This strengthens a proposal because 
reviewers know the rancher has buy-in from the people he says will help him.  
 
Reviewers liked the innovative outreach ideas which take into consideration the difficulty of 
reaching producers in low density areas. The grant participants will use field tours as well as a 
web-based presentation and possibly an interactive web session. The crop being tested is fairly 
new so the research is innovative and has potential for improving the bottom line of ranchers in 
the region. The project addresses a serious problem of ranchers in the region (drought) and 
clearly identifies a potential solution. The explanation of how teff will be used was important to 
reviewers who were not familiar with the grain.  
 
The proposal was concise which was good but it could have used a few more details. The author 
identified the aspects of the project that he wants to monitor but did not explain the specific 
evaluation methods that will be used. The proposal could be strengthened by explaining exactly 
how the project will be carried out (for example, when are cattle going to graze?) and how the 
author will monitor and measure the results of the project. The author showed that he plans to 
take into account a range of indicators such as wildlife habitat and local acceptance. Reviewers 
liked this but would also like to know how he will measure these indicators.          
                                 
Reviewers would like to see the social aspect of the project addressed in the evaluation section as 
well as the economic and environmental aspects. The social aspect was mentioned in the 
problem but was not addressed in the evaluation section. More specifics in the budget would be 
helpful too. The author lists fertilizer and herbicide use but does not identify the specific 
products. Reviewers also wanted more details on the ranch such as the number of acres, 
description of terrain and vegetative cover.   




