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Organization Profile 

RESEARCH | 2710-R 
Meat Foundation  
 
 
 
 
Organization Description  
A brief overview of the organization, including its mission, history, and key programs or services. 

The Meat Foundation is a 501(c)(3) non-profit organization dedicated to advancing the meat industry 
through research, education, and scholarships. 
 
For over eight decades, the Meat Foundation has been at the forefront of identifying strategies to produce 
safer and more sustainable meat and poultry products. The Meat Foundation’s comprehensive approach 
encompasses critical areas such as food safety, nutrition, animal welfare, and environmental 
sustainability. Through the research initiatives, the organization aims to address industry challenges and 
drive scientific advancements. The Foundation’s Board of Directors provides strategic leadership, financial 
oversight, and acts upon recommendations from the Foundation’s Research Advisory Committees and 
the scholarship review committee. Directors serve three-year terms, alternating when members finish 
their term to ensure continuity. Board members are nominated by the Meat Institute’s nominating 
committee and are representatives across the meat supply chain. Board officers are elected to two-year 
terms.  Board members often include senior leadership at packing and processing companies of different 
sizes. 
 
 
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.  

Meat Institute 
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Section 1: Overview 
 
 
 
Executive Summary 
The beef safety environment continues to evolve under increasing regulatory scrutiny, shifting policy 
frameworks, and expanding expectations for science-based decision-making. Foodborne illness remains a 
significant public health concern, with an estimated 9.9 million illnesses, 53,300 hospitalizations, and 931 
deaths annually attributed to major pathogens in the United States (CDC, 2025). On top of that, the 
economic burden of foodborne illness further underscores the need for continued investment, with total 
U.S. costs estimated at approximately $75 billion annually, including $17.1 billion attributed 
to Salmonella alone (Hoffmann et al., 2025; USDA ERS, 2025). These impacts reflect not only healthcare 
costs but also productivity losses and mortality, reinforcing the importance of preventive, science-based 
food safety strategies. At the same time, emerging risks, broader considerations related to ingredients 
and contaminants, and intensifying competition across protein markets are shaping a more complex 
operating landscape. These dynamics, combined with competing narratives and varying levels of scientific 
understanding, reinforce the need for credible, actionable research that can effectively inform key 
audiences and bolster confidence in the safety and value of beef. 
 
This proposal responds by implementing a rigorous and highly targeted approach to research 
development and dissemination. Through a structured, competitive process, high-priority research is 
identified and advanced to address critical knowledge gaps, while findings are strategically communicated 
to audiences with the greatest ability to influence scientific dialogue, regulatory considerations, and 
industry practices. 
 
The program is designed to strengthen the role of science in guiding decisions across the beef value chain. 
By increasing the visibility, credibility, and accessibility of research findings, it supports broader 
recognition and use of beef safety science among external stakeholders, while also enhancing the ability 
of industry professionals to interpret and apply relevant information in operational settings. 
 
Over time, these efforts are expected to contribute to a more robust body of research that is actively 
referenced, better understood, and more consistently applied. This includes increased awareness and 
engagement among scientific and decision-maker audiences, as well as improved translation of research 
into practical tools and resources that support ongoing learning and continuous improvement within the 
industry. After conducting research under this AR, one anticipated outcome is that food safety 
professionals will have additional tools to assess their program and make necessary improvements. 
  
To ensure the Beef Checkoff's research investment is judiciously spent, the Meat Foundation regularly 
coordinates with other organizations conducting research including contractors to the Beef Checkoff. At 
times, critical research needed to improve the safety of beef may be applicable to multiple species and 
vice versa. The Meat Foundation hosts quarterly cross-species research calls across the barnyard to share 
research interests and, if applicable, funding collaboration on projects. 
 
The proposal aligns with the 2026–2030 Beef Industry Long Range Plan by advancing priorities related to 
Policy and Supply Chain Viability, Animal Health and Food Safety, and Innovation, Science, Research, and 
Continuous Improvement. By supporting a stronger scientific foundation and more effective knowledge 
transfer, the program contributes to a policy environment informed by relevant data, reinforces the 
adoption of safe and effective practices, and helps sustain innovation necessary for long-term 
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competitiveness. In doing so, it also supports broader efforts to build confidence in the safety and integrity 
of U.S. beef. 
 
As the program progresses, it is expected to strengthen the availability and influence of science-based 
information, improve the connection between research and practice, and enhance the industry’s ability 
to respond to emerging challenges. These improvements position the beef industry to better navigate a 
complex and evolving landscape while maintaining a strong, credible, and resilient foundation. 
 
Citations 

 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). (2025). Estimates of foodborne illness burden in 
the United States. 

 Hoffmann, S., White, A. E., McQueen, R. B., Ahn, J. W., Gunn-Sandell, L. B., & Scallan Walter, E. J. 
(2025). Economic burden of foodborne illnesses acquired in the United States. 

 U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service (USDA ERS). (2025). Cost estimates of 
foodborne illnesses. [ers.usda.gov] 

 
 
 
 
FY27 Funding Summary 
 

Start Date  End Date 

October 1, 2026  September 30, 2029 

 
 

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

$750,000  

100.0% OF TOTAL FUNDING 

 OTHER ANTICIPATED CONTRIBUTIONS 

$0 

0.0% OF TOTAL FUNDING 

 TOTAL FUNDING 

$750,000  

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

Proposal A 

 
 

 

 
 
Goal Statement: No Negative Health Outcomes Associated with Beef Consumption 
 
I. Strategy 

A. Operating Environment Assessment (Market, Situation, or Landscape) 
Regulatory agencies are evaluating new policy frameworks, including those developed for poultry, 
creating a risk that data not fully applicable to beef may be applied to beef systems. At the same time, 
increased use of tools such as whole-genome sequencing is raising expectations for high-quality, 
decision-relevant data that does not yet exist. Specifically related to food safety, recent data indicate 
increasing trends, with Salmonella detected in 4.38% of raw ground beef components and 2.07% of 
ground beef samples, and Shiga toxin-producing E. coli (STEC) present in 0.57% of raw components 
(USDA FSIS, 2025). In parallel, safety scrutiny is expanding beyond pathogens to include ingredients, 
processing aids, and contaminants, with initiatives such as Make America Healthy Again (MAHA) 
driving increased evaluation of over 2,500 food additives and greater oversight of chemical exposures 
and environmental contaminants in the food supply (MAHA Commission, 2025; FDA, 2026). 
 
Market conditions and competitive pressures continue to intensify, with consumers exposed to a 
growing range of protein options and competing narratives about the safety of consuming beef. 
Compared to other proteins, beef often leads with consumers as the preferred choice, which makes 
the safety of beef items critically important. While the beef industry has made significant 
improvements in reducing the number of outbreaks, illnesses, and recalls associated with beef items, 
challenges remain. Every year, there are numerous recalls and public health notices on beef items 
related to pathogen contamination and other food safety hazards. Additionally, there was an 
outbreak associated with ground beef items (kofta) due to E. coli O157:H7 contamination which nine 
people became ill, six of whom were children, and two developed hemolytic uremic syndrome, which 
has life long heath consequences. In this environment, maintaining trust in beef requires access to 
credible, unbiased, and scientifically rigorous research that clearly demonstrates its safety and value. 
To remain competitive, the industry must ensure that high-quality, applicable research is not only 
generated but effectively communicated to support informed decision-making across the supply 
chain, from large processors to small operators. Without consistent, trusted scientific information, 
perceptions of beef may be shaped by incomplete or conflicting data, placing the industry at a 
disadvantage. 
 
The beef production system itself is highly dynamic, with ongoing changes in processing technologies, 
inputs, regulatory expectations, and emerging risks. These evolving conditions require continuous 
research to support the safe consumption of beef, validate existing interventions, evaluate new 
approaches, and ensure that food safety practices remain effective and relevant across diverse 
production systems. In addition, external pressures, including advocacy-driven critiques of animal 
agriculture and broader shifts in consumer perception, are increasing scrutiny of the decision to 
consume beef. These factors can contribute to the spread of incomplete or misleading information, 
further reinforcing the need for transparent, science-based research that can be communicated 
clearly and credibly to stakeholders and the public. 
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Key stakeholders influencing this landscape include regulatory agencies, the scientific community, and 
beef processors, all of whom play critical roles in shaping standards, research priorities, and 
implementing new science-based practices. In this operating environment, the proposed work is 
designed to directly address gaps in the availability, applicability, and use of beef research. By 
generating high-quality, relevant science and ensuring it is strategically communicated to key 
audiences, the program targets constraints related to limited use of applicable research in scientific 
decision-making, as well as gaps in industry translation and adoption. At the same time, it captures 
the opportunity to strengthen the role of credible, science-based information in decision-making, 
support the consistent implementation of best practices across the supply chain, and reinforce 
confidence in beef consumption among both industry stakeholders, the scientific community and 
decision-makers. 
 
Citations 

 MAHA Commission. (2025). Make America Healthy Again assessment. 

 U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA). (2026). Human Foods Program priorities. 

 Interagency Food Safety Analytics Collaboration (IFSAC). (2024). Foodborne illness 
attribution estimates. 

 U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food Safety and Inspection Service (USDA FSIS). (2025). 
Sampling results for FSIS-regulated products. 
 

 
B. Long-Term Strategy and Rationale  
The 2026–2030 Beef Industry Long Range Plan includes goals related to Policy and Supply Chain 
Viability, Animal Health and Food Safety, and Innovation, Science, Research, and Continuous 
Improvement. This proposal advances those goals by generating and strategically positioning 
decision-relevant research to support a more favorable, science-based policy environment and 
protecting the industry’s freedom to operate. It also strengthens beef safety through the adoption of 
robust practices and technologies and drives ongoing innovation needed to ensure long-term industry 
resilience and competitiveness with other proteins.  
  
The long-term strategy focuses on leveraging targeted research and strategic dissemination to inform 
decision making among regulatory agencies, the scientific community, and beef industry stakeholders. 
This approach is based on the recognition that research alone does not create impact; rather, impact 
is achieved when research findings are understood, trusted, and applied by key decision-makers. 
Decisions are often driven by the availability and credibility of relevant scientific data. Research 
suggests that it can take an average of 17 years for evidence to be fully integrated into practice, 
highlighting the importance of continued and strategic dissemination of research findings (Morris et 
al., 2011). Accordingly, this program emphasizes both the development of high-priority research and 
the strategic dissemination of findings to accelerate adoption and use.  
  
A key strength of this approach is the rigorous and highly competitive research development process, 
designed to ensure that funded projects are aligned with industry needs, independent, and deliver 
high-impact outcomes. Research priorities are established through a standing advisory committee of 
industry experts, ensuring alignment with emerging risks, policy challenges, and practical application. 
The industry experts that make up the Meat Foundation’s Research Advisory Committee are typically 
the heads of food safety at different packer and processor companies and many of them have their 
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PhD and are trained in the scientific method and experimental design, making them ideal individuals 
to review proposals. Research priorities are identified and drafted by the Research 
Advisory Committee, and are representative of critical research gaps known or suspected to cause 
negative health outcomes as a result of beef consumption and are identified throughout the year at 
different beef stakeholder events and calls. Competitive Requests for Proposals (RFPs) are issued, and 
submissions undergo a multi-stage review process, including pre-proposal evaluation, detailed 
scientific critique, and full proposal revision. Only those projects that demonstrate high scientific 
rigor, relevance, and potential impact advance to the next stage of selection. The Meat Foundation’s 
Research Advisory Committee evaluates proposals based on a scale of 1 to 4, 1 being a “Do Not Fund” 
recommendation, and 4 representing a “Recommend for Funding” to the Meat Foundation’s Board. 
When evaluating proposals, the Research Advisory Committee bases its score on the priority of the 
knowledge gap the project is addressing, the quality of the study, the expertise of the research team, 
and how well the proposal is designed to meet the identified research priorities.  
  
The Meat Foundation’s Board then reviews the Research Advisory Committees' recommendations 
and determines if the research need is critical enough, whether the proposed research advances beef 
industry priorities and ultimately is worthy of Beef Checkoff funding.  This process ensures that 
Checkoff-funded research is both credible and directly aligned with industry needs. In addition, the 
Meat Foundation actively leverages partnerships and external funding, where appropriate and 
possible, to expand the scope and impact of projects. By combining Beef Checkoff investments with 
other resources, the program maximizes return on investment and ensures efficient use of limited 
research funding.  
  
After conducting research, the researchers and Meat Foundation staff strategically communicate 
research findings to industry stakeholders, the scientific community, and decision-makers. Findings 
are presented in different forms on numerous occasions to ensure they reach the broadest possible 
audience and encourage maximum implementation. Since decisions and acceptance of research 
findings are driven by the availability and credibility of relevant scientific data, it is critical that 
research findings are communicated in a variety of different ways to a variety of different 
audiences. The Meat Foundation utilizes a robust list of over 350 different meat packers and 
processors representing thousands of establishments from large to small to ensure dissemination of 
information is broad. A significant majority of these packers and processors are considered small or 
very small establishments by USDA.  Scientific acceptance of research significantly increases its 
likelihood of being referenced, as highly cited studies are more likely to inform decision-making, 
guidance, and subsequent research development (Bornmann & Daniel, 2008). When stakeholders are 
made aware of credible, accepted scientific research findings, industry adoption can increase, 
resulting in reduced risk and a lower likelihood of negative health outcomes associated with beef 
consumption.   
  
Together, this strategy enables the identification, development, and delivery of high-quality, 
applicable research that meets the needs of key stakeholders. By pairing rigorous research 
prioritization with targeted dissemination, the program accelerates adoption of science-based 
practices, strengthens the industry’s ability to inform regulatory and scientific decisions, and supports 
continuous improvement in beef safety and public confidence.  
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Citations 
 Morris, Z. S., Wooding, S., & Grant, J. (2011). The answer is 17 years, what is the question? 

Understanding time lags in translational research. Journal of the Royal Society of Medicine. 

 Bornmann, L., & Daniel, H.-D. (2008). What do citation counts measure? A review of studies on 
citing behavior. Journal of Documentation, 64(1), 45–80. 
 

 
C. Past Performance and Evaluation Results  
Previous authorization requests have successfully funded both foundational and applied research to 
address critical knowledge gaps in post-harvest beef safety. Research outputs have contributed to the 
development of interventions and process controls currently used across the industry, with prior 
studies demonstrating that multi-hurdle intervention strategies can significantly reduce pathogen 
prevalence in beef processing systems (Arthur et al., 2004; Koohmaraie et al., 2005).  
  
Dissemination efforts, including webinars, conferences, and publications, have increased awareness 
among stakeholders. Research findings were communicated to a variety of different stakeholders, 
including food safety professionals working in beef packing and processing plants of different sizes, 
food safety consultants who serve as an expert resource for the industry, academic experts in the 
areas of microbiology/food safety, meat science, food science, animal science, and more. Evidence 
from research translation literature indicates that active dissemination strategies, such as stakeholder 
engagement and targeted communication, are more effective than passive approaches in increasing 
awareness and use of scientific findings (Dearing & Cox, 2018).   

Citations 

 Arthur, T. M., Bosilevac, J. M., Nou, X., et al. (2004). Escherichia coli O157 prevalence and 
enumeration of aerobic bacteria, Enterobacteriaceae, and Escherichia coli O157 on carcasses in 
commercial beef processing plants. Journal of Food Protection. 

 Koohmaraie, M., Arthur, T. M., Bosilevac, J. M., et al. (2005). Post-harvest interventions to 
reduce/eliminate pathogens in beef. Meat Science. 

 Dearing, J. W., & Cox, J. G. (2018). Diffusion of innovations theory, principles, and practice. Health 
Affairs. 

 
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 

External audiences, including the 
scientific community and decision-
makers, are unaware of the most 
recently available and best quality beef 
applicable safety research and 
information. 

Innovation, Science, Research 
& Continuous Improvement 

The beef industry is viewed as the 
leading food sector for cutting 
edge continuous improvement 
information and research. 

#2 

Beef processors and industry 
stakeholders are generally unaware that 
clearly translated, facility-relevant 
research findings and guidance on beef 
safety is constantly updating and is 
available to implement in their systems. 

Animal Health & Food Safety Beef processors have a wide 
variety of continuous 
improvement tools that are 
relevant, easy to understand, and 
implement. 
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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: External audiences, including the scientific community and policymakers, are unaware 
of the most recently available and best quality beef applicable safety research and information. 
The number of science and decision-
maker stakeholders who are made 
aware of research findings. 

N/A 
Establish 
Baseline  

15* 
15 15 15 15 

Opportunity/Constraint #2: Beef processors and industry stakeholders are generally unaware that clearly translated, 
facility-relevant research findings and guidance on beef safety is constantly updating and is available to implement in 
their systems. 
The percentage of beef processors 
and industry stakeholders who say the 
research and resources developed for 
them by the Meat Foundation 
through the support of the Beef 
Checkoff are relevant and important 
for the industry. 

N/A 
Establish 
Baseline 

45% 
50% 52% 55% 57% 

The percentage of beef processors 
and industry stakeholders who say 
their knowledge improved after 
reviewing research findings or 
resources produced by the Meat 
Foundation through the support of 
the Beef Checkoff. 

N/A 
Establish 
Baseline 

45% 
50% 52% 55% 57% 

Following the presentation of 
research findings or resources by the 
Meat Foundation, through the 
support of the Beef Checkoff, the 
percent of beef processors and 
industry professionals who say they 
intend to take the information back to 
their establishment for 
implementation. 

N/A 
Establish 
Baseline 

30% 
35% 40% 45% 50% 

Footnotes: *While numerical targets are not yet established, the table reflects an ongoing effort to develop a baseline with 

estimates towards future targets. As performance data is consistently collected over time, these estimates would be refined 

and updated to more accurately reflect the program’s demonstrated capacity and outcomes. Currently, the goals of 

Opportunity/Constraint #1 are to maintain communication with most high-impact decision-makers, 

as maintaining consistency is important, not growing numbers. Fifteen was selected as the number of decision-makers to 

target to ensure we are representative and encompassing of the critical food safety decision-makers.  
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Activity #1 

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

 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Targeted Research Development and Prioritization 

Description:  
Implement an established, rigorous, and competitive research and outreach process to identify and 
address high-priority knowledge gaps related to beef safety, including pathogen control and emerging 
risks. Research is targeted to provide food safety professionals with additional tools and knowledge 
to drive decision making and reduce the risk of negative health outcomes associated with beef 
consumption. Research priorities are developed through a standing advisory committee of industry 
and scientific experts to ensure alignment with current challenges and stakeholder needs. Many of 
these committee members are trained in the scientific method and have PhDs in related fields. 
Committee members may also have deep institutional knowledge in related areas and are invited to 
serve on the committee at the discretion of the Meat Foundation’s Chief Scientist. Members of the 
Meat Foundation’s Research Advisory Committee can be found on the website, meatfoundation.org, 
and in the quarterly newsletter.   
  
Competitive Requests for Proposals (RFPs) are issued at least annually and are open to researchers 
across academia and other qualified institutions. Submitted pre-proposals are reviewed and critiqued, 
with feedback provided to applicants. Emerging beef research priorities include 
improving Salmonella control across the supply chain, advancing the understanding of STEC risk 
during grinding and other manufacturing processes, improving understanding of the risk of 
blended products and strengthening environmental monitoring and mapping strategies to 
better identify and mitigate contamination risks. Additional research is needed to support science-
based approaches for ingredient use and reformulation that maintain product safety while meeting 
evolving consumer and regulatory expectations.  Selected proposals are invited to submit full 
proposals, which may undergo additional refinement to ensure scientific rigor, relevance, and 
applicability to beef systems. Only the highest quality and most impactful projects advance to the 
Meat Foundation Board of Directors for final evaluation and funding consideration. This multi-stage 
process ensures that funded projects are strategically prioritized, scientifically sound, and positioned 
to deliver meaningful industry impact. Funded projects are led by independent, credible researchers 
as part of research teams in academia or government or both. The Meat Foundation has the unique 
ability to combine funding support from numerous sources, including independent donations from 
meat industry stakeholders, Pork Checkoff funding, and Beef Checkoff funding. The Meat Foundation 
also has a history of collaborating with external partners such as the National Turkey Federation, US 
Poultry, the Beef Industry Food Safety Council, and more. Once projects are identified and approved 
by the Meat Foundation’s Board, the Meat Foundation evaluates each project to determine if it is 
appropriate for co-funding with other internal or external sources and, if appropriate resources are 
available, will leverages research costs to add value to the Beef Checkoff’s investment.   
 
Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
1 and 2 
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Activity #2 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 

 Implement a minimum of one full RFP cycle annually (approximately 6 months from release 
to award). 

 Maintain flexibility to issue expedited RFPs in response to emerging risks or urgent industry 
needs. 

 
Expected Outputs: 

 Fund approximately 1-2 high-priority projects annually, which may include: 
o Applied research studies 
o Industry guidance or best practice documents 
o Technical resources supporting continuous improvement in beef safety 

 
Expected Outcomes: 

 Increased availability of high-quality, applicable research and technical resources to inform 
decision-making of the target audience of food safety professionals 

 Continued alignment of research investments with priority industry needs 

 Enhanced ability of stakeholders to implement science-based practices that strengthen beef 
safety and reduce risk 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
70-80% 
 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Strategic Dissemination to Critical Audiences 

Description 
Implement a targeted dissemination strategy to increase awareness, credibility, and visibility of 
research findings among key external audiences, including the target audience groups of the scientific 
community, regulatory agencies, and decision-makers. Research findings are actively shared through 
peer-reviewed publications, scientific conferences, technical presentations, and direct engagement 
to ensure stakeholders are aware of and understand the relevance of Beef Checkoff-funded research.  
  
This activity prioritizes proactive outreach by identifying and engaging critical audiences and forums 
where research can influence scientific discourse and regulatory consideration. Critical audiences 
include lead food safety decision makers associated with the manufacturing of beef products, large 
and small beef packers and processors, food safety experts and processing authorities whose role is 
to assist the beef industry improve the safety of their products, as well as anyone along the beef 
supply chain that is interested, including cattle producers, retailers, food service professionals, and 
more. The focus is on ensuring research findings are introduced, communicated, and reinforced 
across multiple 
 
Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
1 
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Activity #3 

 
Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 

 Dissemination begins upon project completion and continues throughout the life of the AR 

 Each project is presented to external audiences within 12–24 months of completion 
 
Expected Outputs: 

 Present research findings to at least five distinct external audiences (e.g., scientific 
conferences, regulatory forums, technical working groups, webinars, academic audiences, 
decision-maker briefings) and sent for inclusion in The Drive. 

 Encourage researchers to submit findings for publication in peer-reviewed journals when 
appropriate 

 Conduct targeted outreach efforts to key scientific and decision-making stakeholders 
 
Expected Outcomes: 

 Increased awareness of Beef Checkoff-funded research among scientific and regulatory 
audiences 

 Increased credibility and recognition of research within the scientific community 

 Increased citations, references, or inclusion in scientific discussions and regulatory 
considerations 

National Beef Checkoff Funding as % of Requested Amount (must not exceed a 10% range) 
0-10% 
 
 
 

Activity Name/Title 
Industry Translation and Outreach 

Description 
Translate research findings into practical, applicable resources and deliver them through targeted 
outreach to industry stakeholders, including food safety professionals, processors, and other 
practitioners, fellow Beef Checkoff contractors, QSBCs, and more. This activity focuses on converting 
technical research into accessible, actionable formats that support understanding, knowledge 
transfer, and implementation across diverse industry audiences. 
 
Research outputs are transformed into multiple formats beyond traditional final reports, including 
webinars, workshops, conference presentations, and guidance materials, to ensure information is 
digestible, relevant, and usable. Emphasis is placed on reaching a broad range of industry participants, 
from large processors to small operators, to support consistent application of science-based practices. 

Addresses Opportunity/Constraint # 
2 
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Section 3: Detailed Budget Summary 

Timeline and Expected Results (outputs/outcomes) 
Timeline: 

 Outreach activities occur following project completion and continue throughout the AR 
period 

 Webinars, presentations, and resource development are conducted on an ongoing basis 
Expected Outputs: 

 Conduct multiple outreach activities, including webinars, workshops, and conference 
presentations 

 Develop and distribute translated materials in multiple formats (e.g., summaries, guidance 
documents, technical briefs) 

 Expand reach across industry audiences through diverse communication channels 
 

Expected Outcomes: 

 Increased awareness and understanding of research findings among industry stakeholders 

 Improved ability of food safety professionals to apply research-based practices 

 Increased dissemination and use of research findings beyond traditional academic outputs 

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

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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). 
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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 
No Negative Health Outcomes Associated 
with Beef Consumption 

$525,000.00 $225,000.00 $750,000.00 

Total:  $525,000.00 $225,000.00 $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 
No Negative Health Outcomes Associated with Beef 
Consumption 

— $0.00 

Total $0.00 

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# 2610-R | Oct. 1, 2025 – Jun. 30, 2026 

 Direct Costs Implementation Total 

Funds Awarded $450,000.00 $200,000.00 $650,000.00 

Actual Expenses $34,431.00 $118,350.00 $152,781.00 

 
 
 
 

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# 2710-R | Oct. 1, 2025 – Jun. 30, 2026 

Funding Source Funds Committed Funds Expended 

No other funding sources to report. $0.00 $0.00 

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  

2510-R 
FY24 

2410-R 
FY23  

2310-R 

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

AR End Date1 Sep. 30, 2027 Sep. 30, 2026 Sep. 30, 2025 

Funds Awarded $600,000.00 $500,000.00 $450,000.00 

Actual Expenses2 $359,064.00 $396,737.00 $429,559.00 
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 

2510-R 
FY24 

2410-R 
FY23  

2310-R 

No other funding sources to report. $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

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. 


