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Instructions: Complete each section of this form. There is no size limit on the length of each section; however, the submitted 

form may not exceed nine (9) pages, including instructions and questions. With the exception of adding information within 

each section, do not alter the form in any way. The form must be submitted in a Microsoft Word format with style and size of 

Times New Roman 11. Submit your completed form and any attachments to specialtycrop@agr.wa.gov no later than 4:00 p.m. 

on May 1, 2015.  Late submittals will not be accepted.  

 

Name of Applicant Organization: Washington State University 

Federal Tax ID#:  91-6001108 

DUNS # (if registered):  04-148-5301 

Address:  16650 State Route 536 

City:  Mount Vernon                                                            State: WA Zip: 98273 

Contact Name: Lisa Wasko DeVetter Title: Assistant Professor, Small Fruits 

Phone: 360-848-6124 E-mail: lisa.devetter@wsu.edu 

Specialty Crops to Benefit from this Project: Red Raspberry 

Project Title: Optimizing Pre-Plant Management Techniques for Nematodes and Soilborne Diseases in Red Raspberry 

 

Brief Project Description (200 words or less): Washington State is a national leader in the production of red raspberry (Rubus 

idaeus) for processing purposes. Despite the significance of this industry to the state and local economies, production is 

challenged by management of soilborne pests and pathogens, including nematodes and phytophthora. Growers traditionally rely 

on pre-plant chemical fumigation to control these organisms, but the effectiveness is short-term and evidence is mounting that 

current cover cropping practices may actually serve as a bridge that allows these pests and pathogens to rapidly re-infest 

subsequent plantings. This project addresses the industry’s need for improved integrated pest management (IPM) techniques for 

soilborne pest and disease management. Two experiments are proposed that address the overall goal of this project, which is to 

develop improved IPM tools for red raspberry growers. In experiment #1, we will compare conventional and alternative pre-

plant soil fumigation techniques, including the alternative treatments of tarping and supplementations with shallow applications 

of metam sodium. In experiment #2, we will evaluate management techniques of cover crops established during renovation, 

including timing of cover crop planting and destruction, as well as method of cover crop destruction. Results will be shared 

with the grower community via field days, conferences, and extension newsletters.  
Grant Request: $ 113,019 Total Match: $ 28,255 (20% match 

by the Washington Red Raspberry 

Commission) 

Total  Project Cost: $ 141,274  

 

Certification: By submitting this proposal, the person named below certifies that to the best of their knowledge the information 

in this application is true and correct and that they are legally authorized to submit this application on behalf of this 

organization, which is legally eligible to enter into a grant agreement. 

Printed Name of Authorized Applicant 

Lisa Wasko DeVetter 

Title 

Assistant Professor, Small Fruits 
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For examples of each of the following sections, see the 2015 Request for Grant Proposals.  

PROJECT PURPOSE: 

 What is the specific issue, problem or need that the project will address? Why is the project important and timely? How will 

the project address the issue, problem or need?  

 Does the project have the potential to benefit producers/processors of non-specialty crops such as livestock, dairy, or grain? 

If so, describe the processes you will implement to verify that these grant funds are used to benefit only specialty crops. (See 

2015 Request for Grant Proposals for additional guidance.) 

o If you propose to use matching funds to cover the potential benefit to non-specialty crops, include the amount and 

source of the match, and describe how you determined the appropriate amount for the match. 

 Is this project the continuation of a project that has been previously-funded by the SCBGP? If so, describe how this project 

differs and builds on the previous project’s efforts. Describe the likelihood of the project becoming self-sustaining and not 

indefinitely dependent on grant funds. Provide a summary of the accomplishments of the previous project that have led you 

to seek continued funding. 

 Has this or a similar project been submitted to or funded by another grant program? If so, identify the other grant program. 

What is the status of that application or project? Describe how receiving SCBGP funding would not result in the funding of 

duplicative projects. 

Washington State is a national leader in the production of red raspberry (Rubus idaeus) for processing purposes. In 2014, 

9,700 acres were harvested in Washington with an estimated total value of production at $60.9 million dollars (NASS, 

2015). Approximately 96% of the crop was harvested in northwestern Washington, which demonstrates the importance of 

this agricultural industry to the regional economies and livelihoods of people in these communities (WRRC, 2014). 

Washington raspberry growers face significant challenges threatening the viability of their industry. One key challenge is 

management of soilborne pathogens, including the root lesion nematode (Pratylenchus penetrans, abbreviated RLN) and 

root rot (caused by Phytophthora rubi). Growers traditionally rely on pre-plant fumigation to control these organisms, but 

relief is temporary and populations can rebuild rapidly. An additional complication is that most fumigated fields are not 

tarped after fumigation because of increased costs. Tarping helps retain the fumigant in the soil, thereby increasing the 

amount of time that nematodes and pathogens are exposed to a lethal dose. In the absence of tarping, residual nematode and 

pathogen populations are often left in the upper soil profile and likely contribute to rapid disease development in new 

plantings.  

 

The inability of current fumigation practices to effectively control these organisms is suspected to contribute to “replant 

disease”, which describes the phenomenon whereby raspberry plantings that used to maintain productivity for 15-20 years 

are now lasting only 4-7 years in fields replanted to raspberry after renovation. Land suitable for raspberry production is 

limited, necessitating continuous plantings without rotations. Current fumigation methods are often not adequately 

controlling soilborne pests and diseases, which results in more frequent fumigation and replanting costs, as well as increases 

community exposure to fumigant emissions. Compounding these problems are Reregistration Eligibility Decisions issued by 

the US Environmental Protection Agency, which severely limits usage. The recent discovery in 2014 that wheat (Triticum 

spp.) cover crops, which are planted immediately before or after fumigation, serves as a host for RLN and likely provides a 

bridge between raspberry plantings, poses yet another problem for raspberry growers with limited options for controlling 

soilborne pathogens  (Zasada and Walters, unpublished).  

 

Combined, these situations leave raspberry growers with a significant problem regarding the lack of effective tools that can 

be used as part of an Integrated Pest Management (IPM) program for these soilborne pathogens. The proposed project will 

address this timely problem through two field experiments. The first experiment will evaluate and compare two alternative 

methods for improving fumigation efficacy (tarping versus supplemental fumigation with metam sodium) to conventional 

broadcast fumigation with Telone C-35 without tarping. The second experiment will evaluate cover crop management, 

including planting date and time of kill to break the bridge for nematode and pathogen survival from the previous raspberry 

crop to the new planting. These experiments will be complemented with in-field demonstrations and dissemination of project 

information, which will enhance the extension of project information to growers.  The final outcome of this project will be 

the formulation of needed and practical IPM strategies that growers can rapidly utilize to enhance management of soilborne 

pathogens. 

This is a new project proposal dedicated exclusively to the specialty crop, red raspberry. This proposal has not been 

submitted elsewhere. We are submitting a similar-themed proposal to the national Specialty Crop Block Program, yet that 

project proposal focuses on novel ways to characterize and control phytophthora root rot in red raspberry and does not 

emphasize nematodes. Furthermore, the proposed treatments under evaluation in the field experiment emphasizes crop 

rotation, thereby making the projects separate and distinct in the event both received funding. Other related but distinct 



projects in red raspberry include: 1) Impacts of Alleyway Cover Crops on Soil Quality and Plant Competition in Established 

Red Raspberry (funded through the Northwest Agricultural Research Foundation and the Washington Red Raspberry 

Commission in 2015) and 2) Raspberry Root Removal: Eliminating Pre-Plant Soilborne Pathogen Inoculum to Improve 

Management (funded through the Northwest Center for Small Fruits Research in 2014). We plan to address the objectives of 

the experiments within the timeline of this proposal. Further funding for related projects emanating from this research would 

be sought through grower commissions, as well as state, regional, and federal grant programs.  

 

POTENTIAL IMPACT – this section should show how the project potentially impacts the specialty crop industry rather than 

a single organization, institution, or individual. The following questions should be addressed: 

 Who are the specialty crop producers or processors that will benefit from the project? How will they be impacted and when? 

Where are they located, and how many will benefit? 

 What is the potential economic impact of the project, if it can be estimated? 

 If your project addresses one of the 2015 funding priorities, explain how that priority will be addressed by your project. 

This project directly addresses the first 2015 funding priority, “Control Pests and Diseases”, as our primary goal is to 

develop effective IPM tools for the management of RLN and P. rubi in red raspberry. The Washington raspberry grower 

community will directly benefit from this project through improved knowledge and provision of IPM tools for the enhanced 

management of soilborne pathogens that reduce production. Most of these growers are located in northwestern Washington, 

which includes 104 growers producing 96% of the state’s crop (WRRC, 2014). Improved management of soilborne 

pathogens can increase the longevity of raspberry plantings, thereby resulting in reduced replanting, fumigation, and 

associated costs (we are currently developing a baseline cost of production template through another project and thus do not 

have any economic impact data to cite).  By retaining fumigants in the soil, improved fumigation practices like tarping will 

also reduce fumigant emissions. Lastly, information gained from the project may have applications to other specialty crops 

that are reliant upon standard fumigation techniques.       

 

EXPECTED MEASURABLE OUTCOMES – Expected Measurable Outcomes describe the anticipated results of your 

project and identify how you will measure whether results are achieved. (Tip: refer to your Project Purpose section – what is 

your project trying to accomplish? This will likely be the Goal of your Expected Measurable Outcome.)  

 Provide at least one Expected Measurable Outcome that directly supports the project’s purpose and is of direct importance 

to specialty crop producers or processors. For each Expected Measurable Outcome, include a Goal, Target, Benchmark 

and Performance Measure.  

o Goal: the overall result that your project will have on specialty crop producer/processors. Example: This project will 

result in the increased sales of Crop X.  

o Target: the specific number, dollar amount, etc. you are hoping to achieve. Example: Sales of Crop X will increase by 

20%.  

o Benchmark: the baseline (number, dollar amount, etc.) that you are measuring from, if known. Example: The 

benchmark is TBD.  Participating stores will provide current sales data before the promotions begin. 

o Performance Measure: how you will measure whether the goal and target are achieved and explain how this information 

will be shared. Example: Participating stores will provide sales data 6 months after the promotions have ended. This 

data will be compared to the benchmark sales data to determine the actual sales increase.  

Our primary expected measureable outcome is the development and dissemination of practical IPM tools that raspberry 

growers can utilize to improve management of soilborne pathogens. The goal will be to improve the efficacy of current 

soilborne pathogen management strategies available to raspberry growers, thereby leading to increased crop lifespan and 

productivity, as well as a reduction in the amount and frequency of soil fumigantion. Our target is to increase the average 

longevity of regional raspberry plantings by a minimum of one year, which by itself would have positive economic 

implications to growers. The benchmark we are measuring from is 4 years, which is the expectancy of many fields before 

renovation due to high pressures from diseases. Performance measures include comparing plant performance and yield 

from our alternative treatments to our controls (i.e., industry standard practices) and measuring efficacy of our treatments in 

reducing RLN and root rot. Our ability to share information related to our outcomes will also be measured by surveying and 

enumerating the number of growers that project information is shared with, which will be done at field days and industry 

conferences. Distribution and readership of extension newsletters will also be used for enumeration purposes. Our target is 

sharing these new disease management strategies with the core of the commercial raspberry growers in the state, which 

amounts to approximately 100 growers in northwest Washington.   

 

 

 

 

 

 



WORK PLAN  
 (Note: The project cannot begin before September 30, 2015 and must be completed by April 30, 2018.)  

 

Add or delete rows as needed: 

Project Activity 

Describe the project activities that are necessary to accomplish the 

objectives. Make sure you include your performance 

monitoring/data collection activities.  If you have any travel related 

activities that are being funded with grant funds, please include 

those as well. 

 

Responsible Party 

Indicate the project 

partners who will do the 

work for each activity, 

including contractors.  If 

you request grant funds for 

personnel and contractors, 

you must include them in 

the work plan to 

demonstrate the requested 

funding is warranted.  

Timeline 

Include a month and 

year that each activity 

will occur and 

beginning and end 

dates for the project. 

Make sure to show 

that the project will be 

completed within the 

allowable grant 

period. 

Locating and establishing field trials for both experiments All (DeVetter, student, 

Zasada, Weiland, and 

Walters) 

Sept.-Oct. 2015 

Pre- and post-fumigation levels of RLN and pathogens measured 

from plants (raspberries and cover crops) and soils 

All Sept.-Oct. 2015 

Treatment applications and fumigation for experiments #1 and #2 All Sept.-Oct. 2015 

Plant cover crops for experiment #2 DeVetter, student, and 

Walters 

Oct. 2015 

Treatment applications testing timing and method of cover crop 

destruction  

DeVetter, student, and 

Walters 

Jan. – Feb. 2016 

Pre-plant RLN and plant disease assessment All Jan. – Feb. 2016 

Plant raspberry field sites DeVetter, student, and 

Walters 

March 2016 

Post-plant spring/fall RLN and plant disease measurements DeVetter, student, and 

Walters  

March/Sept. 2016 and 

2017 

Measure plant performance and yield (yield data only collected in 

2017, which is when raspberry plants will produce their first crop) 

DeVetter, student, and 

Walters 

July 2016 and 2017 

Summer field days; present preliminary project results  All Aug. 2016 and 2017 

Publish extension newsletters  All, led by DeVetter and 

student 

Oct. 2016, 2017, and 

Jan. 2018 

Present results at Washington Small Fruit Conference Presented by student Dec. 2017 

Provide project methodology or additional details in narrative form here: 

Project activities will be conducted by Lisa DeVetter (WSU Small Fruit Horticulturist), Tom Walters (Private Berry Crop 

Researcher), Jerry Weiland (USDA-ARS Plant Pathologist), and Inga Zasada (USDA-ARS, Plant Pathologist/ 

Nematologist). All research and extension activities related to the project will be done in collaboration among this team 

members, an MS graduate student, and identified grower cooperators in Whatcom County. The project will extend from 

Sept. 30, 2015 to April 30, 2018 and will consist of two field experiments. In experiment #1, we will compare conventional 

and alternative pre-plant soil fumigation techniques for RLN and soilborne pathogen suppression. Treatments will include: 

1) Telone C-35 (1,3-dichloropropene + chloropicrin) deep-shanked and non-tarped (control; standard industry practice); 2) 

Telone C-35, deep-shanked and covered with an impermeable tarp (alternative practice); and 3) Telone C-35, deep-shanked 

and supplemented with a shallow application of metam sodium (alternative practice). In experiment #2, we will evaluate 

management techniques of cover crops established following standard fumigation. Treatments will include cover crop 

planting immediately before fumigation (control; standard industry practice) and cover crop planting two weeks after 

fumigation. These two treatments will be tested alone and in combination with: early destruction of the cover crop in 

January, late destruction of the cover crop in February, early destruction of the cover crop preceded by application of an 

insecticide with nematicidal properties; and late destruction of the cover crop preceded by application of a systemic 

insecticide with nematicidal properties. In total, there will be 8 treatment combinations. Both experiments will consist of 

treatments replicated 4 times with treatments arranged in a randomized block design.  

 

Both experiments will be established in Fall 2015, with treatment implementation occurring Fall 2015 and Spring 2016.  

Raspberry planting will occur in Spring 2016. Pre- and post-fumigation levels of RLN and pathogens (i.e., Phytophthora, 

Fusarium, and Pythium) will be measured from plants (raspberries and cover crops) and soils in Fall 2015 (pre- and post-



treatment), Spring 2016 (pre-plant), Fall 2016, Spring 2017, and Fall 2017. Plant growth and establishment (primocane 

numbers, length, and diameter) will be determined in Summer 2016 and 2017. Raspberry yield estimates will occur only in 

2017, when the plants produce their first crop. Field days and publications in regional extension newsletters will occur once 

per year in 2016 and 2017.  A final presentation of project results will occur at an annual industry conference in 2017.  

Presentations will also be made to other Washington industry groups that use soil fumigation, such as potatoes, onions and 

apples.  

 

PROJECT OVERSIGHT – Project Oversight includes the overall responsibility for all project activities, including the 

successful completion of the Workplan, the continual monitoring of Expected Measurable Outcomes, the submittal of timely 

and complete performance reports, and accountability for expenditures and the grant budget. 

The following should be addressed in this section: 

 Who will be responsible for managing the project, also name an alternative contact person? How will oversight be 

performed?  Provide the name, role, and qualifications for each individual involved. 

The project will be overseen by Dr. Lisa DeVetter, assistant professor of small fruit horticulture for Washington State 

University. Lisa will be the primary individual responsible for completion of the workplan, monitoring of project outcomes, 

submission of performance reports, and expenditures. An alternative contact is Dr. Inga Zasada, USDA-ARS plant 

pathologist and nematologist. Project support will come from our co-investigators, Dr. Jerry Weiland (USDA-ARS plant 

pathologist, soilborne fungal disease specialist) and Dr. Tom Walters (Private Berry Crop Researcher). Oversight will be 

performed through monthly meetings, via telephone, in person, or electronically.  Email will also be utilized to help 

coordinate field work activities. Drs. DeVetter, Zasada, and Weiland have also serve on the graduate committee of the 

student brought in to assist with the field experiments.   

 

PROJECT COMMITMENT – the following questions should be addressed in this section. Remember to submit letters of 

support and evidence of match commitments with your proposal. 

 Are specialty crop producers, processors or other industry stakeholders supportive of this project? Are they involved in the 

project? Describe why they support the project and the roles they will play. 

 Are other individuals or organizations supportive and involved in the project? What roles will they play? 

The red raspberry industry is highly supportive of this project.  We have the support of the Washington Red Raspberry 

Commission and they are willing to contribute 20% of the total project costs in direct funding and in-kind contributions. 

Additionally, we have the support of individual growers (e.g., Enfield Farms and Maberry Packing), which represents 

approximately 1,650 acres of land dedicated to red raspberry production in Whatcom County.  All of these growers are 

actively involved in cooperative research on their farms and would be willing to host the proposed experiments.  Please see 

letters of support attached.  

 

BUDGET NARRATIVE – Indicate the total for each budget category requested and provide sufficient detail to demonstrate 

that costs are reasonable and adequate for the proposed work. All requested items should correlate to the purpose and goals of 

the project and should only support activities benefiting specialty crops. All requested costs must be allowable costs. See the 

2015 Request for Grant Proposals for information on allowable/unallowable costs. 

Personnel: This section should include the salaries and wages for persons employed by your organization. Those persons who 

are not employed by your organization should be listed as contractors under “Contractual.” General administrative or 

accounting duties are not allowable costs. All activities must be directly related to the project plan.  

 For each project participant, indicate the title, the number of hours and hourly rate OR the percent of full time equivalents 

(FTE) and corresponding salary for the FTE. (For example, if a project participant’s salary is $50,000 and they are 

participating 50% of their time, the total budgeted salary cost would be $25,000.) 

 Briefly describe the duties of each project participant. 

Funds for 2.5-year M.S. student, starting September 2015 to April 2018. Student to be based in Oregon and co-advised by 

Drs. Zasada, DeVetter, and Weiland.  Student will conduct project activities, including some aspects of treatment application 

(not fumigation), data collection, analysis, and assistance with outreach.  The student’s stipend will be $56,882 and $28,100 

will be provided for tuition.  Figures include a 4% annual inflation rate. 

-Stipend: Year 1= $18,158; Year 2 = $18,884; Year 3 = $19,640; Total = $56,682.   

-Tuition:  Year 1 = $9,002; Year 2 = $9,362; Year 3 = $9,736; Total = $28,100. 

Total: $ 84,782  

Benefits: Provide the amount of benefits for each project participant described in the Personnel section above. 

Benefits for M.S. student and includes tuition and health insurance.  Benefits calculated at 23.36% of stipend.  

Benefits: Year 1 = $4,242; Year 2 = $4,412; Year 3 = $4,588; Total = $13,242. 

Total: $13,242 



 

Travel: Describe estimated travel costs here. Travel rates may not exceed the reimbursement rates allowed by Washington State 

and the federal government. For these rates, click here.  (Travel costs for contractors should be included under “Contractual.”) 

 Provide an estimated breakdown of the following costs, as applicable: destination; purpose of trip; number of trips; number 

of people traveling; number of days traveling; estimated airfare costs; estimated ground transportation costs; estimated 

lodging rates and costs; estimated meal rates and costs; estimated mileage rates and costs.  

 -Travel for student and Drs. Zasada and Weiland to and from research site in Lynden, WA, to Corvallis, OR (Year 1 = 

$0.575/mi x 640 miles x 2 trips = $736; Year 2 = $0.575/mi x 640 miles x 2 trips = $736; Year 3 =$0.575/mi x 640 miles x 1 

trip = $368; Total:($0.575/mi x 640 miles roundtrip x 5 trips total = $1,840). 

-Lodging costs for student and Drs. Zasada and Weiland in Lynden, WA (Year 1 = $83/night x 4 nights x 3 people = $996; 

Year 2 = $83/night x 4 nights x 3 people = $996; Year 3 =$83/night x 2 nights x 3 people = $498; Total: $83/night x 10 nights 

x 3 people = $2,490).   

-Meal costs for student and Drs. Zasada and Weiland traveling to and from Lynden, WA [Year 1 = $46 x 6 days x 3 people =  

$828; Year 2 = $46 x 6 days x 3 people = $828; Year 3 = $46 x 3 days x 3 people = $414; Total: $46/day x 15 days x 3 

people = $2,070]. 

*Dr. DeVetter is not claiming travel.  

Total: $6,400 

Equipment: This category includes items of property having a useful life of more than one year and an acquisition cost of 

$5,000 or more per item. (If the cost is under $5,000, include these items under “Supplies.”) 

 Provide a list of equipment purchases or rentals, along with the cost of each and a brief narrative on the 

intended use of each item.  

o The purchase of general purpose equipment is not allowable. The purchase of special purpose equipment 

may be allowable provided that the equipment will only be used for research, scientific, or other technical 

activities and will only be used for the benefit of eligible specialty crops. For more information on 

equipment costs, see the 2015 Request for Grant Proposals. 

NA 

Total: $0 

 

Supplies: This section should contain anything with an acquisition cost under $5,000 and could be anything from office supplies 

and software to educational or field supplies. (Items such as postage, fax, and express mail should be listed under “Other.”)  

 Provide an itemized list and estimated dollar amounts for each list item. (For example, office supplies such as pens, paper, 

toner, etc. = $500; Gardening supplies such as soil and fertilizer = $500.)  

 For non-typical materials & supplies, include a brief narrative of how the item fits with the project. 

-Cost for cover crop seeds and field supplies (Year 1 = $2,000; Year 2 = $1,000; Year 3 = $1,000; Total: $4,000). 

-Cost for disposables for extraction and enumeration of approximately 1,800 samples for P. penetrans, Fusarium, Pythium, 

and qPCR for P. rubi., including media, reagents, primers, enzymes, etc. (Year 1 = $6,000; Year 2 = $6,000; Year 3 = $3,000; 

Total = $15,000). 

-Estimated cost for fumigation treatments are $2,500 (Trident; C-35 applications) and $500 (Maberry Packing; metam sodium 

applications) (All year 1 expenses; Total = $3,000).   

Total: $22,000 

Contractual: For each anticipated contract, provide the following information: 

 Describe the services that the contract will cover and how those services relate to the project. 

 List the general categories of items that the contract will cover such as airfare, lodging, supplies, etc. and the total amount of 

each. 

o If the contractor’s hourly rates exceed the salary of a Federal employee (GS-15 step 10) in your area, provide a 

justification. (For current rates, see 2015 GS Salaries.) 

 Has the contractor already been selected? If so, describe the procurement procedures followed. 

 If the contractor has not been selected, described the procurement procedures you plan to follow. 

o State of Washington applicants must follow State procurement procedures. Other applicants must follow their own 

procurement procedures, which must conform to 2 CFR Part 200, as applicable. 

Contract services of Dr. Tom Walters, Walters Ag. Research, for assistance with selecting experimental field site locations, as 

well as coordination of site preparation, treatment applications, and sampling. Dr. Walters has excellent experience with this 

team of people and conducting fumigation research with red raspberry, making him exceptionally qualified for the position.  

Dr. Walter’s hourly rate for this project is $30.00/hour and he will provide services for 495 hours (Year 1 = $30/hour x 200 

http://www.ofm.wa.gov/policy/10.90.htm
http://www.opm.gov/policy-data-oversight/pay-leave/salaries-wages/2015/general-schedule
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=898fdaa0b947dd0bf8c962a137d230dd&node=pt2.1.200&rgn=div5


hours = $6,000; Year 2 = $30/hour x 155 hours = $4,650; Year 3 = $30/hour x 140 hours = $4,200; Total: $30 x 495/hours= 

$14,850).                                                                                                                                                           Total: $14,850 

Other: This section should contain any costs that did not fit in an above category. Provide a breakdown and description of all 

other costs, such as:  

 Conferences & Meetings (includes costs to rent a facility). Provide a breakdown of the costs for each conference/meeting. 

o Note: Meals may only be charged if such activity maintains the continuity of the meeting and to do otherwise will 

impose arduous conditions on the meeting participants. Provide a justification for any meal costs. 

 Publication Costs (such as the cost of printing brochures) 

 Communication costs (such as postage and express mail) 

NA 

Total: $      

Cash Match: Cash Match is the financial contribution that you will provide or will receive from a separate 

party.   

 Provide the source and total amount of each cash contribution.  

o Documentation providing evidence of the match commitment must be included with your proposal if 

provided by a separate party. 

Total:       

In-Kind Match: In-Kind Match is the donated contribution of labor or materials that you will provide or 

receive from a separate party.  

 Provide the source and total amount of each in-kind contribution.  

o Documentation providing evidence of the match commitment must be included with your proposal if 

provided by a separate party. 

The Washington Red Raspberry Commission has agreed to provide 20% of the total project costs in direct funding and in-

kind contributions (see letter of support). Total projected costs are $141,274 x 0.20 = $28,255 

Total: $28,255 

Program Income: Program Income is any income that will be generated by your project, such as registration 

fees, membership fees, or the sale of items created with grant funds.  

 Provide the nature or source of any anticipated income, the estimated amount, and how the income will be 

used. 

o If Program Income is earned it must be used for the benefit of specialty crops and reinvested as follows: 

1) expanding the project; 2) continuing the project after grant support ends; or 3) supporting other projects 

that further the broad objectives of the grant project.  

NA 

Total: $      

 
 


