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Organization Profile 

CONSUMER INFORMATION | 2721-CI 
American Farm Bureau Foundation for Agriculture 
 
 
 
 
Organization Description  
A brief overview of the organization, including its mission, history, and key programs or services. 

The mission of the American Farm Bureau Foundation for Agriculture (AFBFA) is to build awareness and 
understanding of agriculture through education, helping learners make informed decisions about food, 
agriculture, and natural resources. 
 
Established in 1967, AFBFA initially focused on agricultural research, with an emphasis on mechanization 
and technology. In 2006, it shifted to prioritize education, which now serves as the core of its work. 
 
Today, AFBFA focuses on high school science education, supporting teachers as trusted messengers of 
science-based agricultural knowledge. The organization develops standards-aligned resources, 
professional development, and immersive learning experiences that connect agriculture to core science 
concepts and real-world applications. 
 
Positioned as a credible, science-based source for agricultural literacy, AFBFA delivers balanced, accurate 
content that fosters critical thinking. By connecting producers and consumers through education, it plays 
a key role in building long-term understanding and trust in agriculture. 
 
Affiliated Organizations 
Organizations that have a formal relationship with the parent organization, which may include staff support, shared resources, 
and the management of administrative functions.  

American Farm Bureau Federation 
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Section 1: Overview 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
The American Farm Bureau Foundation for Agriculture (AFBFA) requests funding to advance the Beef 
Industry Long Range Plan goal of Public Engagement and Building Confidence by strengthening science-
based understanding of beef production and beef nutrition among future consumers through formal 
education. 
 
Research consistently demonstrates that students and young adults have limited understanding of 
modern food and agricultural systems and are increasingly influenced by misinformation related to animal 
agriculture, nutrition, sustainability, and food production (Cosby et al., 2022; Hiltbrand, 2023). Because 
nearly all students complete a high school biology course, science education provides a unique, scalable, 
and cost-effective opportunity to build foundational knowledge of beef production and nutrition before 
long-term perceptions and purchasing behaviors are established (Cosby et al., 2022). 
 
This proposal utilizes a teacher-first implementation model that equips science educators and educational 
leaders with high-quality instructional resources, professional learning opportunities, implementation 
supports, and access to trusted scientific and agricultural expertise. By integrating beef production 
systems and beef nutrition into standards-based science instruction, educators can use authentic 
agricultural phenomena to teach biology, ecology, environmental science, chemistry, and nutrition 
concepts while increasing student understanding of beef's role within food systems. 
 
FY27 activities will focus on maintaining and disseminating standards-aligned instructional resources, 
providing educator professional learning and implementation support, strengthening partnerships with 
science education leaders and organizations, developing scalable implementation frameworks, and 
conducting ongoing research and evaluation to support continuous improvement and future growth. 
These efforts will prioritize enhancing teacher content knowledge and instructional confidence, increasing 
classroom adoption and fidelity of implementation, expanding reach across additional school districts and 
states, and improving student outcomes related to beef-science literacy and critical thinking. Collectively, 
this continuous improvement work is designed to ensure that increased knowledge leads to more 
informed decision-making about beef as a healthy part of a diet. 
 
Building on more than a decade of successful implementation through AFBFA's On The Farm STEM 
initiative, this investment will strengthen educator capacity, expand educational partnerships, and 
increase access to authentic beef-related science learning experiences. As educators integrate these 
resources into classroom instruction, students will develop greater understanding of beef production 
systems, beef nutrition, and the scientific principles that underpin modern agriculture. 
 
By reaching future consumers during a formative period of learning and decision-making, this project 
serves as an upstream demand investment that strengthens consumer confidence, improves resilience to 
misinformation, and supports long-term demand for high-quality U.S. beef. Through trusted educational 
systems and evidence-based instruction, the project creates a scalable pathway for advancing public 
engagement while improving the long-term efficiency and return on Beef Checkoff investments. 
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Citations 

 Cosby, A., Manning, J., Power, D., & Harreveld, B. (2022). New decade, same concerns: A 
systematic review of agricultural literacy of school students. Education Sciences, 12(4), 
235. https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci12040235 

 Hiltbrand, K. A. (2023). Minding the gap: An examination of susceptibility to misinformation 
about beef among Generation Z and Millennials (Master’s thesis, Auburn 
University). https://etd.auburn.edu/handle/10415/8699 

 
FY27 Funding Summary 
 

Start Date  End Date 

October 1, 2026  September 30, 2027 

 
 

NaƟonal Beef Checkoff Requested Funding and Other AnƟcipated ContribuƟons 
NATIONAL BEEF CHECKOFF FUNDING 

$750,000 

83.3% OF TOTAL FUNDING 

 OTHER ANTICIPATED CONTRIBUTIONS 

$150,000 

16.7% OF TOTAL FUNDING 

 TOTAL FUNDING 

$900,000 

CHECKOFF + ANTICIPATED CONTRIBUTIONS 
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Section 2: Funding Proposal(s) 

Proposal A 

 
 

 

 
 
Goal Statement: Build foundational understanding of beef production and nutrition through 
scalable science education initiatives that strengthen consumer confidence, reduce susceptibility to 
misinformation, and support long-term demand for U.S. beef. 
 
I. Strategy 

A. Operating Environment Assessment (Market, Situation, or Landscape) 
Formal education is a powerful influencer, particularly in shaping students’ understanding of 
food and agriculture, building early affective bias, brand awareness, and establishing 
emotional attachment to food and nutrition (Connell, Brucks, & Nielsen, 2014). Research 
shows that U.S. middle and high school students often hold significant misconceptions about 
food systems, with red-meat consumption frequently associated with unaided concerns 
(Cosby, Manning, Power, & Harreveld, 2022). Because nearly all students are required to 
complete a biology course in high school, with approximately 97% of the roughly 4 million 
students completing biology to earn a diploma, integrating beef-related content into existing 
science curricula ensures near-universal engagement (National Center for Education Statistics 
[NCES], 2023). Educators act as trusted intermediaries whose guidance and classroom design 
significantly shape student perceptions; however, opportunities to include accurate beef 
production and nutrition content remain limited (Supovitz & Turner, 2000). 
 
Simultaneously, Gen Z and Millennials display limited understanding of beef production and 
are frequently influenced by online misinformation. A peer-reviewed study from Auburn 
found that lower food and agriculture familiarity is correlated with increased trust in beef-
related misinformation among Gen Z and Millennials, and once misconceptions take root, 
they persist and influence purchasing decisions (Hiltbrand, 2023). Additional research 
indicates that young consumers often exhibit minimal understanding of production practices, 
express skepticism regarding environmental and animal welfare issues, and demonstrate 
distrust toward industry messaging (Oesterreicher, 2017). For Gen Alpha, today’s high school 
students, research confirms limited foundational agricultural literacy, suggesting that beliefs 
about beef will likely be shaped outside formal education without intentional intervention 
(Cosby et al., 2022). Early exposure through science classrooms therefore represents a critical 
opportunity to build foundational knowledge of beef systems before attitudes are fixed, 
influencing long-term perceptions, nutrition choices, and purchasing behaviors (Neufeld et 
al., 2022; Connell et al., 2014). 
 
Peer-reviewed research further shows that formal science education provides limited 
exposure to agricultural systems, while students rely heavily on informal sources that often 
present incomplete or problem-focused narratives (Cosby et al., 2022). Studies indicate that 
nearly 50% of young adults hold negative perceptions of animal agriculture, and media and 
informal information environments frequently emphasize welfare or environmental concerns 
without balanced scientific context (Corbitt et al., 2023). This combination creates a structural 
gap in agricultural literacy, where students are more likely to encounter critical or incomplete 
perspectives than a comprehensive, science-based understanding of beef production. 
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Addressing these constraints requires strengthening both educator capacity and system 
adoption to advance the Beef Industry Long Range Plan goal of Public Engagement and 
Building Confidence. By equipping teachers with standards-aligned beef science resources 
and professional learning, the program increases classroom use of accurate, science-based 
content. Simultaneously, engaging science education leaders builds support for integrating 
beef into broader initiatives. Together, these efforts expand implementation and acceptance 
of beef science education, increasing student knowledge and informed decision-making, and 
ultimately strengthening long-term consumer confidence in U.S. beef. 
 
Citations 

 Connell, P. M., Brucks, M., & Nielsen, J. H. (2014). How childhood advertising exposure 
can create biased product evaluations that persist into adulthood. Journal of Consumer 
Research, 41(1), 119–134. https://doi.org/10.1086/675218 

 Corbitt, C., Widmar, N. J. O., & Ortega, D. L. (2023). Consumer perceptions and 
understanding of animal agriculture: Implications for communication. Journal of Animal 
Science, 101(Supplement_1). 

 Cosby, A., Manning, J., Power, D., & Harreveld, B. (2022). New decade, same concerns: A 
systematic review of agricultural literacy of school students. Education Sciences, 12(4), 
235. https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci12040235 

 Hiltbrand, K. A. (2023). Minding the gap: An examination of susceptibility to 
misinformation about beef among Generation Z and Millennials (Master’s thesis, Auburn 
University). https://etd.auburn.edu/handle/10415/8699 

 National Center for Education Statistics (NCES). (2023). High school coursetaking 
statistics: Science and biology enrollment. https://nces.ed.gov 

 Neufeld, L. M., Andrade, E. B., Suleiman, A. B., Barker, M., Beal, T., Blum, L. S., et al. 
(2022). Food choice in transition: Adolescent autonomy, agency, and the food 
environment. The Lancet, 399(10320), 185–197. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-
6736(21)01687-1 

 Oesterreicher, S. L. (2017). Florida collegiate millennials’ perceptions of locally produced 
beef (Master’s thesis, University of Florida). 

 Supovitz, J. A., & Turner, H. M. (2000). The effects of professional development on 
science teaching practices and classroom culture. Journal of Educational Change, 1(3), 
331–359. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1017509423713 

 
 
B. Long-Term Strategy and Rationale  

Long-Term Strategy: 
This funding proposal advances the Beef Industry Long Range Plan goal to strengthen consumer 
confidence in high-quality U.S. beef by reinforcing its safety, nutritional value and responsible  
production by building foundational knowledge that strengthens long-term consumer trust, reduces  
susceptibility to misinformation, and supports sustained demand for U.S. beef. 
 
The long-term strategy is to protect and strengthen future beef demand and industry profitability by  
building early consumer understanding of beef through scalable, teacher-led science education  
experiences aligned to current science standards and high-quality instructional materials. Rather than  
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relying solely on reactive communications or consumer marketing efforts, this approach embeds  
accurate information about beef production and nutrition within trusted educational systems that  
reach students during a formative period of knowledge and attitude development.  
 
Rationale: 
With high school biology required for nearly all students, science classrooms provide a cost-efficient,  
universal platform to build foundational knowledge of beef at a pivotal life stage. Currently,  
agriculture is not consistently integrated into science education, and students often rely on informal  
sources where misconceptions are common (Cosby et al., 2022). At the same time, nearly half of  
young adults hold negative perceptions of animal agriculture despite limited understanding of  
production practices or nutritional value (Corbitt et al., 2023). This creates a significant opportunity  
to engage future consumers through trusted educational environments before misconceptions  
become firmly established.  
 
High school science education is increasingly driven by phenomena-based instruction, real-world  
applications, and the adoption of High-Quality Instructional Materials (HQIM). Beef production  
systems and beef nutrition provide authentic contexts for teaching biology, ecology, environmental  
science, chemistry, and nutrition concepts while helping students connect scientific principles to real- 
world food systems. School-based food and nutrition education research demonstrates that when  
content is integrated into existing curricula and delivered by classroom educators, it improves student  
knowledge, attitudes, and critical thinking skills (Prescott et al., 2020).  
 
Importantly, this strategy aligns with how students develop lasting beliefs and decision-making habits.  
Behavioral and nutrition research confirms that adolescence is a pivotal period during which dietary  
habits, food-related beliefs, and consumer perceptions are formed and often persist into adulthood  
(Neufeld et al., 2022). In parallel, marketing science demonstrates that early exposure can influence  
long-term attitudes and preferences, reinforcing the value of credible educational engagement during  
this developmental stage (Connell, Brucks & Nielsen, 2014).  
 
Equipping educators to teach beef production and nutrition as scientific systems strengthens Public  
Engagement and Building Confidence through education rather than promotion. This approach builds  
critical thinking skills, enabling students to evaluate food-related claims using evidence. Behavioral  
and nutrition research confirms that adolescence is a pivotal period when dietary habits and beliefs  
form and persist into adulthood (Neufeld et al., 2022). In parallel, marketing science demonstrates  
that early exposure leads to enduring attitudes and biases, reinforcing the long-term value of credible  
early engagement (Connell, Brucks & Nielsen, 2014). 
 
From a financial perspective, this represents an upstream demand investment. Building knowledge 
and trust during adolescence reduces the need for future resources to correct misinformation and  
re-engage skeptical consumers. By shifting future consumers from “undecided” to “informed,” this  
strategy protects long-term demand, reinforces trust, and improves the efficiency and return on Beef  
Checkoff investments. 
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C. Past Performance and Evaluation Results  
The American Farm Bureau Foundation for Agriculture (AFBFA) has demonstrated strong, sustained 
performance as a Beef Checkoff contractor by delivering a scalable, science-based education model 
that directly supports long-term consumer trust and demand stability. Through its flagship On The 
Farm STEM initiative, AFBFA has successfully expanded national reach while aligning content with 
Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) standards and emerging High-Quality Instructional 
Materials (HQIM) requirements, positioning beef production as a relevant, real-world context for 
teaching biology, ecology, environmental science, and chemistry. Since initial investment, the 
program has grown from limited regional engagement to a broader national footprint spanning more 
than 100 school districts, with recent (2024–2025) evaluation data showing engagement across 149 
school districts representing approximately 1.37 million high school students, 344,765 students 
directly reached, and more than 1.5 million instructional minutes delivered that integrate the positive 
story of beef production into required science coursework. This reach is amplified through an engaged 
educator network of more than 6,000 educators and education supporters, demonstrating AFBFA’s 
ability to scale through a teacher-first model where professional development and classroom-ready 
resources drive sustained implementation. While this represents meaningful progress, it is important 
to recognize that these efforts currently reach only a portion of the total student population, 
indicating significant opportunity to expand impact. 
 
AFBFA’s work is distinguished not only by scale, but by measurable impact within participating 
classrooms. Over 10 years of pre- and post-evaluation data, the On The Farm STEM program has 
shown the elimination of negative perceptions among participating educators, reinforcing the 
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effectiveness of integrating beef into science learning as a means of improving knowledge and 
confidence. This aligns with broader agricultural literacy research showing that when learners receive 
structured, science-based instruction, both understanding and attitudes toward animal agriculture 
improve, particularly when delivered by trained educators (Thompson & Warnick, 2007). However, 
given the broader research indicating persistent knowledge gaps and misconceptions about 
agriculture among students at the population level (Cosby et al., 2022), these results should be viewed 
as evidence of what is possible when implemented, rather than as a reflection of the current overall 
marketplace. The program’s emphasis on teacher capacity is critical, as research consistently shows 
that educators serve as gatekeepers of classroom content and that high-quality instructional materials 
combined with professional development significantly increase both adoption and longevity of 
implementation in classrooms (Supovitz & Turner, 2000; Thompson & Warnick, 2007). AFBFA’s 
approach leverages this dynamic, creating a multiplier effect in which investments in educator 
knowledge result in repeated student exposure year after year. 
 
From a strategic and financial standpoint, AFBFA’s performance represents a high-efficiency, 
upstream demand investment for the Beef Checkoff. Beef Checkoff programs have historically 
returned approximately $13 in value for every $1 invested, largely through demand support, price 
resilience, and improved consumer confidence (Kaiser, 2024). Education-based initiatives such as On 
The Farm STEM extend and reinforce this return by operating earlier in the decision-making lifecycle, 
before perceptions are fixed and before costly re-engagement efforts are required. By reaching 
students during adolescence, when food beliefs and purchasing behaviors begin to stabilize, the 
program aligns with nutrition and behavioral research identifying adolescence as a pivotal period in 
which dietary patterns and food choices are formed and can persist into adulthood (Neufeld et al., 
2022). Similarly, marketing research demonstrates that early exposure creates enduring attitudes and 
biases that are resistant to change over time, reinforcing the long-term value of early, credible 
engagement (Connell, Brucks, & Nielsen, 2014). From a financial perspective, reducing the need for 
later-stage persuasion aligns with well-established customer lifetime value (CLV) frameworks, which 
show that early, effective engagement improves long-term value while reducing customer acquisition 
costs over time (McKinsey & Company, 2021; Petrova, 2026). By shifting investment upstream, the 
program reduces the long-term cost of correcting misinformation and re-acquiring skeptical 
consumers. While current implementation demonstrates strong impact at the classroom level, 
expanding this model offers a pathway to influence consumer understanding at a broader, population 
level.  In effect, AFBFA’s model shifts Checkoff investment from reactive to proactive, preserving 
lifetime consumer value by ensuring future buyers enter the marketplace with a foundational, 
science-based understanding of beef production and nutrition. 
 
Collectively, this body of work demonstrates that AFBFA is not only capable of delivering high-quality 
educational programming, but also uniquely positioned to advance the Beef Industry Long Range Plan 
goals of Public Engagement and Building Confidence at scale. Its proven combination of teacher 
engagement, standards-aligned curriculum development, and longitudinal perception evaluation 
establishes both the effectiveness of the approach and the opportunity for broader expansion, 
creating a credible pathway for strengthening consumer trust while improving the long-term 
efficiency and return on Checkoff investments. 
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D. Opportunity/Constraint and Beef Industry LRP Summary Table 

Opportunity/Constraint and Beef Industry LRP Summary 

 Opportunity/Constraint Beef Industry LRP Goal  Target Outcome 

#1 

Many secondary science educators 
lack the ability to confidently 
integrate accurate beef production 
systems and beef nutrition science 
into standards-based classroom 
instruction. 

Public Engagement & Building 
Confidence 

Secondary science educators 
increase their use of accurate, 
standards-based beef science 
instructional materials and 
phenomena-based learning 
experiences connected to beef 
production systems and beef 
nutrition within classroom 
instruction. 

#2 

Science education leaders and 
decisions makers often do not 
understand the value of integrating 
beef-science resources into science 
education initiatives and classroom 
instruction. 

Public Engagement & Building 
Confidence 

Science education leaders and 
decision makers support broader 
integration of authentic beef 
food and nutrition science 
learning experiences into 
secondary science education. 
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E. Opportunity/Constraint Performance Measure Table (Outcomes) 

Opportunity/Constraint Performance Measures (Outcomes) 

Performance Measure 
2025 

Baseline 
2026 
Goal 

2027 
Goal 

2028 
Goal 

2029 
Goal 

2030 
Goal 

Opportunity/Constraint #1: Many secondary science educators lack the ability to confidently integrate accurate beef 
production systems and beef nutrition science into standards-based classroom instruction. 
% of participating educators reporting 
having highest level of or increased 
familiarity with scientific concepts 
connected to beef production and nutrition 

N/A 

90% or 
greater 

Establishing 
Benchmark 

92% or 
greater 
Refining 

Benchmark 

93% or 
greater 

  

% of participating educators reporting 
having highest level of or increased 
awareness of credible instructional 
resources and professional learning 
opportunities connected to beef production 
and nutrition science 

N/A 

80% or 
greater 

Establishing 
Benchmark 

83% or 
greater 
Refining 

Benchmark 

85% or 
greater 

  

% of participating educators reporting 
having highest level of or increased 
knowledge and confidence integrating 
authentic beef production and nutrition 
science phenomena into standards-based 
instruction 

60% 
Establishing 
Benchmark 

60% or 
greater 
Refining 

Benchmark 

70% or 
greater 

75% or 
greater 

  

% of participating educators reporting 
classroom implementation of instructional 
materials or learning experiences connected 
to beef production and nutrition 

N/A 

80% or 
greater 

Establishing 
Benchmark 

83% or 
greater 
Refining 

Benchmark 

85% or 
greater 

  

Opportunity/Constraint #2: Science education leaders and decisions makers often do not understand the value of 
integrating beef-science resources into science education initiatives and classroom instruction. 
% of participating educational leaders 
reporting having highest level of or 
increased awareness and familiarity with 
authentic agricultural science learning 
opportunities connected to beef production 
and nutrition 

N/A 
90% 

Establishing 
Benchmark 

92% 
Refining 

Benchmark 

93% or 
greater 

  

% of participating educational leaders 
indicating intent to support or expand 
authentic science learning opportunities that 
incorporate to beef production and nutrition 

N/A 
80% 

Establishing 
Benchmark 

83% 
Refining 

Benchmark 

85% or 
greater 

  

# of regional or statewide partnerships 
promoting materials or professional learning 
using beef production and nutrition contexts 

5 Establishing 
Benchmark 

7 Refining 
Benchmark 

8 9   

Footnotes: 

 References to baseline data is based on previous measurable objectives and not upcoming outcomes that will be 
measured moving forward.  

 2025 Baseline Metrics offered were set from an analysis of AFBFA prior program of work as a contractor to the Beef 
Checkoff. Specifically, three surveys were referenced: FY25 National Train the Trainer program for On The Farm STEM 
participant survey, FY26 State Level STEM Event pre and post participant surveys, and On The Farm STEM Alumni survey 
for the 2024 & 2025 school year.  

 As this is a transition year to outcome-based measurement, FY26 and FY27 will focus on establishing and refining 
benchmark data, with specific numeric targets expected to be set beginning in FY28. 
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Activity #1 

Activity #2 

II. Proposed Work and Requested Funding 
A. Key Activities Addressing the Priority Opportunities/Constraints 

 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Develop, maintain, and disseminate classroom-ready instructional resources that expand educator 
awareness and increase access to authentic beef production systems and beef nutrition science. 

Description:  

Develop, maintain, update, and disseminate standards-based, classroom-ready instructional 
resources that increase educator awareness and expand access to authentic beef production 
systems and beef nutrition science. Resources will support phenomena-based, three-
dimensional science learning and provide educators with credible, relevant instructional 
materials connected to real-world agricultural systems. Resources will be continuously 
refined based on educator feedback, implementation experiences, evolving educational 
priorities, and identified instructional needs to support meaningful classroom integration. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
Opportunity/Constraint #1: Many secondary science educators lack the ability to confidently integrate 
accurate beef production systems and beef nutrition science into standards-based classroom 
instruction. 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 
Identify Resources & Develop Plan 
Oct - Dec 2026 
 
Implementation & Support 
Jan- May 2027 
 
Analysis & Review 
June-Sept 2027 

Expected results include increased educator familiarity with authentic beef production systems and 
beef nutrition science, increased awareness of and access to credible, classroom-ready instructional 
resources, and expanded integration of these resources into secondary science classrooms. 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
10-15% 
 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Provide professional learning experiences and implementation supports that strengthen educator 
confidence and capacity to integrate authentic beef production systems and beef nutrition learning 
experiences into standards-based science instruction. 
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Activity #3 

Description 
Deliver professional learning experiences, implementation supports, and educator engagement 
opportunities focused on authentic beef production systems and beef nutrition science. Professional 
learning opportunities will support educator understanding of agricultural science applications, 
phenomena-based instruction, and effective classroom integration strategies. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
Opportunity/Constraint #1: Many secondary science educators lack the ability to confidently integrate 
accurate beef production systems and beef nutrition science into standards-based classroom 
instruction. 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 
Plan PL, Recruitment, Develop Facilitation Materials 
Oct 2026 –  Mar 2027 
 
Deliver PL & Follow-up Support 
Mar – Oct 2027 

Expected Results Include: Increased educator knowledge, confidence, and capacity to integrate beef-
related phenomena and instructional materials into standards-based science instruction, with 
participating educators reporting intent to implement and actual classroom implementation of 
learning experiences. 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
40-45% 
 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Establish and strengthen strategic partnerships among educators, science leaders, educational 
organizations, and agricultural experts to support regional expansion and scalable implementation of 
authentic beef production systems and beef nutrition science.  

Description 
Build on existing strategic partnerships with science education leaders, state and regional 
organizations, state beef councils, state Farm Bureaus, agricultural experts, and educator networks to 
increase awareness of available resources and implementation opportunities among educators and 
educational leaders. Partnership efforts will support strategic planning for regional expansion by 
identifying opportunities based on educator readiness, partner capacity, existing relationships, and 
long-term implementation potential, while expanding access to trusted expertise and collaborative 
implementation supports. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
Opportunity/Constraint #2: Science education leaders and decisions makers often do not understand 
the value of integrating beef-science resources into science education initiatives and classroom 
instruction. 
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Activity #4 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 
Identify & Engage Partners 
Oct 2026 – Jan 2027 
 
Collaborate on Educational Efforts 
Feb – July 2027 
 
Evaluate Partnership Effectiveness & Expansion 
Aug – Sept 2027 

Expected results include increased awareness among educational leaders of authentic 
agricultural science learning opportunities connected to beef production and nutrition, 
expanded access to trusted expertise, and strengthened regional and statewide partnerships 
that increase educator engagement, expand professional learning opportunities, support 
resource dissemination, and facilitate implementation. 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
10-20% 
 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Develop, pilot, and refine implementation frameworks, professional learning models, and support 
structures that facilitate broader adoption of beef production systems and beef nutrition science 
resources while informing strategic decisions related to regional expansion, partnership 
development, educator engagement, and long-term implementation. 

Description 
Develop, pilot, and refine implementation frameworks, professional learning models, and support 
structures that facilitate broader adoption of beef production systems and beef nutrition science 
resources among educational entities. Implementation efforts will focus on strengthening long-term 
capacity, alignment to educational priorities, sustainable models for expanding access to authentic 
beef production systems and beef nutrition science learning experiences, and strategic planning that 
supports thoughtful regional expansion, partnership development, educator engagement, and long-
term implementation. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
Opportunity/Constraint #2: Science education leaders and decisions makers often do not understand 
the value of integrating beef-science resources into science education initiatives and classroom 
instruction. 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 
Review PL & Identify Opportunities 
Oct – Dec 2026 
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Activity #5 

Develop & Pilot Frameworks and PLs 
Jan – April 2027 

Refinement 
Apr – July 2027 

Finalize Models & Future Recommendations 
Aug – Oct 2027 
 
Expected results include strengthened implementation capacity through refined frameworks, 
professional learning models, and support structures; increased educational leader support for 
integrating authentic beef production systems and beef nutrition science into secondary science. 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
25-30% 
 
 
 
Activity Name/Title 
Conduct educator and stakeholder research, implementation evaluations, resource utilization 
analyses, and landscape studies to identify educator needs, implementation barriers, resource 
effectiveness, partnership opportunities, and priorities for future expansion. 

Description 
Conduct educator and stakeholder research, implementation evaluations, and landscape analyses to 
identify needs, barriers, opportunities, and emerging trends. Produce evaluation reports and 
recommendations that inform continuous improvement, resource development, professional 
learning strategies, and future implementation efforts. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
Opportunity/Constraint #1: Many secondary science educators lack the ability to confidently integrate 
accurate beef production systems and beef nutrition science into standards-based classroom 
instruction.  

Opportunity/Constraint #2: Science education leaders and decisions makers often do not understand 
the value of integrating beef-science resources into science education initiatives and classroom 
instruction. 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 
Establish Evaluation Plan & Research 
Oct – Dec 2026 

Conduct Surveys 
Jan – May 2027 

Analyze Findings & Identify Trends 
June - July 2027 

Prepare Final Report & Strategic Planning Guidance 
Aug – Sept 2027 
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Section 3: Detailed Budget Summary 

Expected results include improved understanding of educator and stakeholder needs, stronger 
alignment of resources, professional learning, and implementation supports, and data-informed 
decision-making that guides continuous improvement, future resource development, strategic 
communication, implementation priorities, and long-term expansion efforts. 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
10-15% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The tables in the following three sections report program budget information from the following funding sources: 
 National Beef Checkoff Funding 
 Other Funding: 

o Federation of State Beef Councils (FSBC) Funds 
o Individual Qualified State Beef Council (QSBC) Funds 
o Government Funds (e.g., Market Access Program, Foreign Market Development) 
o Grain/Oilseed Funds (e.g., National Corn Growers Association, American Soybean Association)  
o Corporate Funds (e.g., tech and pharma companies) 

 
Definitions 
National Beef Checkoff Funding is divided into: 

 Direct Costs: Expenses directly associated with executing proposal activities, including 
advertising, promotional materials, consulting fees, travel, and other project-specific costs. 

 Implementation: Expenses that provide the process and infrastructure needed to put a proposal(s) 
into action, including overhead allocations and staff compensation (i.e. salaries and benefits). 
 



 

  
National Beef Checkoff Authorization Request Form 
  
 

16 
 

I. FY27 Funding Request Summary 

A. National Beef Checkoff Funding 

FY27 National Beef Checkoff Funding 

This table outlines the amount of national Beef Checkoff funds requested. 

Proposal Goal or Market/Region Direct Costs Implementation Total Requested 

A 

Build foundational understanding of beef 
production and nutrition through scalable 
science education initiatives that strengthen 
consumer confidence, reduce susceptibility to 
misinformation, and support long-term 
demand for U.S. beef. 

$625,000.00 $125,000.00 $750,000.00 

Total:  $625,000.00 $125,000.00 $750,000.00 

Direct Costs & Implementation Comments 
Contractors can use this section to explain how Direct Costs and Implementation allocations are justified and supported. 
For example, contactors may highlight past project history, their organization’s expertise, or outline experienced program 
managers and key staff to show they have the team and structure to deliver the proposed activities successfully. 

N/A 
 
 
 
 
B. Other Funding  

FY27 Other Funding (Anticipated Contributions - Informational Only) 

This table outlines the amount of anticipated contributions from other funding sources. The funding information in 
this table is for informational purposes only and demonstrates external collaboration as delineated in the 2026-
2030 Beef Industry Long Range Plan. 

Proposal Goal or Market/Region Funding Source 
Total Anticipated 

Contributions 

A 

Build foundational understanding of beef production 
and nutrition through scalable science education 
initiatives that strengthen consumer confidence, 
reduce susceptibility to misinformation, and support 
long-term demand for U.S. beef. 

AFBFA, AFBF $150,000.00 

Total $150,000.00 

Additional Funding & Collaboration Comments 
Contractors can use this section to provide additional details about other anticipated contributions. This may include expected 
support from third parties—such as other organizations, in-kind contributions, supplies, volunteer time, or consulting services—
along with their estimated value. They may also describe any collaborations with partner organizations and explain how such 
partnerships will help support the proposed activities in the AR. 

N/A 
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II. Summary of FY26 AR Budgets and Expenses 

 
 

A. National Beef Checkoff Funding 

FY26 National Beef Checkoff Funding 

This table reports the amount of awarded and expended national Beef Checkoff funding for the FY26 
Authorization Request. 

AR# 2621-CI | Oct. 1, 2025 – Jun. 30, 2026 

 Direct Costs Implementation Total 

Funds Awarded $605,000.00 $100,000.00 $705,000.00 

Actual Expenses $296,126.00 $47,465.00 $343,591.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 

B. Other Funding 

FY26 Other Funding (Informational Only) 

The following table reports the amount of committed and expended Other Funding for the FY26 AR. This 
funding information is for informational purposes only and demonstrates external collaboration as 
delineated in the 2026-2030 Beef Industry Long Range Plan. 

AR# 2621-CI | Oct. 1, 2025 – Jun. 30, 2026 

Funding Source Funds Committed Funds Expended 

AFBFA $50,000.00 $50,000.00 

AFBF $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

Additional Funding & Collaboration Comments 
Contractors can use this section to provide any additional details about FY26 national Beef Checkoff funds or other funding. This may 
include support from third parties—such as other organizations, in-kind contributions, supplies, volunteer time, or consulting 
services—along with their estimated value. They may also describe any collaborations with partner organizations and explain how 
these partnerships supported this AR. 

N/A 

 

 

Prior AR Funding: 
o This AR expands upon previously funded program work from last year. 

o This AR proposes new program initiatives that are not connected to last year's work. 

o As an organization submitting an AR for the first time, we do not have any prior-year budget information to report. 
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III. Historical Summary of AR Budgets and Expenses 

 
 

A. National Beef Checkoff Funding 

Historical Summary of National Beef Checkoff Funding 

The following table reports the amount of awarded and expended national Beef Checkoff funding for the FY25,
FY24, and FY23 ARs. 
 FY25  

2521-CI 
FY24 

2421-CI 
FY23  

2321-CI 

AR Start Date Oct. 1, 2024 Oct. 1, 2023 Oct. 1, 2022 

AR End Date1 Sep. 30, 2025 Sep. 30, 2024 Sep. 30, 2023 

Funds Awarded $600,000.00 $800,000.00 $900,000.00 

Actual Expenses2 $600,000.00 $799,704.00 $900,000.00 
1 For multiyear ARs, the "End Date" reflects the date that the AR is scheduled to be completed. 
2 If the AR "End Date" has not occurred, actual expenses will be reflective of the following time period: AR Start Date - June 30, 2026. 

 
 
 
 
 

B. Other Funding 

Historical Summary of Other Funding (Informational Only) 

The following table reports the amount of Other Funding expenditures for the FY25, FY24, and FY23 ARs. The
funding information in this table is for informational purposes only and demonstrates external collaboration as
delineated in the 2026-2030 Beef Industry Long Range Plan. 

Funding Source 
FY25 

2521-CI 
FY24 

2421-CI 
FY23  

2321-CI 

AFBFA $20,500.00 $10,000.00 $5,000.00 

Dairy Mgmt Inc $0.00 $0.00 $32,000.00 

Total $20,500.00 $10,000.00 $37,000.00 

Additional Funding & Collaboration Comments 
Contractors may use this section to provide any additional details about historical national Beef Checkoff funds or other funding. 
This may include support from third parties—such as other organizations, in-kind contributions, supplies, volunteer time, or 
consulting services—along with their estimated value. They may also describe any collaborations with partner organizations and 
explain how these partnerships supported these ARs. 

N/A 

AR Funding History: 
o This AR expands upon previously funded program work from the past two years or more. 

o This AR proposes new program initiatives that are not connected to program work from two or more years ago. 

o As an organization submitting an AR for the first time, we do not have any historical budget information to report. 


