
FY22 Prevention Notice of Funding Opportunity Evaluation Criteria in Table Format 
 
Table 1. Summary of Six Evaluation Criteria 

Criteria Percentage (%) 

1. Importance/Relevance and Applicability 20 

2. Technical/Scientific Merit  15 

3. Outreach/Education/Prevention Strategy 25 

4. Overall Qualification of Applicant 10 

5. Project Cost 15 

6. Justice, Equity, Diversity, and Inclusion 15 
 
Table 2. Full Evaluation Criteria 

Evaluation Criteria Description Points 

1. Importance/Relevance and Applicability of proposed projects to 
program goals.  

This criterion ascertains whether there is intrinsic value in the proposed work 
and/or relevance to NOAA, federal, regional, state, or local activities. 

Total:20 

Project Priorities ● Does the proposal clearly identify/target a type or 
category of marine debris, or address a specific marine 
debris issue within all eligible geographic areas (as 
described in Section I. Funding Opportunity Description 
(Subsection B “Program Priorities”)? 

● Is there a clear explanation for why the debris type or 
issue was chosen? 

● Will the project implement a creative or practical 
approach to prevention or reduction (as described in 
Section I. Funding Opportunity Description (Subsection 
B “Program Priorities”)? 
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Project Relevance 
 

● Is there intrinsic value in the proposed work and 
relevance to the priorities outlined in Section I. Funding 
Opportunity Description (Subsection B “Program 
Priorities”) and overall goals of this funding opportunity? 

● Does the proposal demonstrate meaningful, measurable, 
and sustainable ecological benefits to marine, Great 
Lakes, and coastal resources? 

● Does the project take place in Sanctuaries, Reserves, or 
other protected areas? 

4 



● Does the proposal address a marine debris issue and/or 
priority habitat that is identified in an existing regional or 
national, publicly vetted program, priority or strategic 
plan? Program or plan examples include, NOAA Marine 
Debris Action Plans, 2021- 2025 NOAA MDP Strategic 
Plan, National Estuary Program or NOAA Habitat Focus 
Area sites, etc. You can find NOAA Marine Debris Action 
Plans here: https://marinedebris.noaa.gov/emergency-
response-guides-and-regional-action-plans#pub-term-
145.  

 
For proposed projects within Mexico or Canada, those with the 
clearest benefits to United States resources, economy, or 
navigation safety are likely to score higher on this criterion. Such 
projects should also demonstrate effective international 
partnerships to address the identified cross-border marine debris 
issues. 
 

● Projects that align with this competition’s priorities 
and one or more regional or national plans will score 
higher on this criterion. 

 

Community Support   
● Does the proposal demonstrate strong community 

support for the project, as reflected by the diversity, 
strength, and involvement of project partners and/or local 
entities? 

● Are project partners likely to broaden the project’s 
impact? 

● Are letters of support included in the application to 
demonstrate the support and acknowledgement of the 
want, need, and likelihood of success of the project and 
do they reflect a diversity of viewpoints supporting the 
project? (i.e., project partners, state, local, or tribal 
governments, members of Congress, a variety of 
stakeholders from different backgrounds, relevant 
landowners or regulators, or relevant resource agency 
personnel familiar with the issue?) 

● Do letters of support offer specific financial or in-kind 
commitments for project activities described in the 
proposal? 

 
For projects that rely on partnerships to successfully accomplish 
the work, letters from such partners are important to demonstrate 
they are willing and able to participate as described in the 
proposal. For example, for projects that intend to work with 
school groups, this includes letters from teachers or 
administrators, or if the project takes place within a protected or 
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otherwise managed public area, a letter of commitment from the 
appropriate resource management agency is required. 

Data Management ● Does the proposal include a Data Management Plan? If 
so, does it describe how data collected during the project 
will be made accessible and independently 
understandable to general users in a timely manner, in 
compliance with Data Management requirements 
described in Section VI. Award Administration 
Information (Subsection 9(b) “Data Management 
Guidance”)? 

1 

2. Technical/Scientific Merit  
This criterion assesses whether the approach is technically sound and/or 
innovative, if the methods are appropriate, and whether there are clear project 
goals and objectives.  Applications will be evaluated based on the following:  
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Project Description/ 
Environmental 
Compliance 

● Does the application include detailed information on the 
expected species that may be encountered in the overall 
project area and affected by project activities?  
(Sections IV.B.2. and VI.B.10. detail complete project 
description requirements and environmental compliance 
considerations.) 

● Does the applicant provide assurances that 
implementation will meet all federal, state, and local 
environmental laws? 

● Is there an appropriate description of any proposed 
fieldwork or other on-the-ground activities to be 
implemented? If so, are safety considerations addressed 
in the proposal? 

 
Where applicable, applications submitted with the above 
information, along with evidence of completed environmental 
assessments, completed consultations and/or secured permits, 
and that demonstrate the proposed project activities are legally 
permissible in the project area are likely to score higher on this 
criterion. 

5 

Project Goals and 
Objectives 

● Does the proposal clearly identify its overall goals and 
objectives for addressing and preventing the identified 
marine debris type or issue? Reference Section IV. 
Application and Submission Information (Subsection 
B(2) “Project Narrative”) 

● Are the goals and objectives realistic, in that there is a 
high likelihood the project will prevent the targeted 
marine debris type (as defined in Section I. Funding 
Opportunity Description (Subsection B “Program 
Priorities”)? 
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3. Outreach/Education/Prevention Strategy 
This criterion assesses whether the project provides a focused and effective 
education and outreach strategy regarding NOAA’s mission to protect the Nation’s 
natural resources. 

25 

Target Audience 
Identification 
 
 

● Does the proposal identify a target audience (e.g., 
students, teachers, recreational fisher communities, 
state or local governments, industries, elected officials, 
etc.) for prevention efforts? 

● Does the proposal describe how and why the targeted 
audience was chosen? (as described in Section I. 
Funding Opportunity Description (Subsection B 
“Program Priorities”)? 
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Target Audience 
Engagement 

● Does the project meaningfully involve the target 
audience and/or project participants in effective and 
impactful interactive activities to effectively 
prevent/reduce the targeted marine debris type/issue? 

● For proposals that include an educational component, 
does the project include place-based, culture-based, 
project-based, systems-based, or culturally responsive 
educational approaches (those which embrace a 
diversity of learning strategies that align with 
student/participant experiences and values) and/or 
impactful engagement for audiences? 
 

If a project proposes to develop a marine debris educational 
curriculum or other educational product, proposals should 
demonstrate why there is a clear need for doing so instead of 
using existing products. Proposals to develop new virtual 
educational materials, will be considered a priority. 
 

5 

Outreach/Education/
Prevention Methods 

● Does the proposal include clear and detailed 
outreach/education/prevention methods including: 

○ The actions to be taken to reduce or eliminate 
the type of debris and/or encourage changes in 
behavior 

○ The key messages, information, and 
experiences, to share with audiences 

○ The potential barriers to overcome to achieve 
the desired change and actions/products that will 
be taken to address these barriers 

○ The long-term prevention measures that will 
remain in place following the completion of the 
funding project 

○ Clearly identified, justified, and quantifiable 
metrics to ensure project success 

○ The benefits from the project beyond the 
proposed award period 
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● Are the proposed methods and overall project strategies 
adequately described and appropriate to achieve project 
goals? 

 
Projects with an evaluation plan to demonstrate ways to measure 
prevention project outcomes and document long-term success 
will score higher in this category. 

Timeline ● Does the proposal include a descriptive project timeline? 
● Are the timelines for the project reasonable and in line 

with the award period guidelines described in Section II. 
Award Information (Subsection B “Project/Award 
Period”) 
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Project Performance ● Will the project effectively encourage awareness, long-
term stewardship, and conservation ethics among 
participants? 

● Will project activities broaden the targeted audience’s 
understanding of the marine debris problem? 

● Is the project likely to lead to long-term behavior change 
and, ultimately, marine debris prevention? 

● Does the applicant demonstrate how they will be able to 
deliver tangible, specific results that are measurable 
within the proposed time-frame? 

5 

4. Overall Qualifications of Applicant 
This criterion ascertains whether the applicant possesses the necessary 
education, experience, training, facilities, and administrative resources to 
accomplish the project. 
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Applicant Technical 
Qualifications 

 
● Does the project meaningfully engage a diversity of 

partners to accomplish the project objectives? For 
projects within Mexico or Canada, will the project 
effectively develop international partnerships to address 
cross-border marine debris issues? 

● Do the applicant and any project partners have the ability 
and expertise (or the potential) to conduct the scope and 
scale of the proposed work? 

 
This should be indicated by the qualifications, planning, and/or 
past experience of applicants and any project partners in 
designing, implementing, and effectively managing marine debris 
prevention projects. 
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Applicant 
Administrative 
Qualifications 

 
● Does the applicant have the capacity to administer the 

award? 
 
This includes the facilities and/or administrative resources and 
capabilities that are available to the applicant to support and 
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successfully manage grant responsibilities. 

5. Project Costs 
This criterion evaluates the budget to determine if it is realistic and commensurate 
with the project needs and time frame. 

15 

Project Budget 
Composition 

 
● Is the overall budget realistic, enabling the applicant to 

effectively and successfully meet all proposed objectives 
with the funding requested? 

● Is the overall budget reasonable, including only those 
costs necessary to effectively and successfully meet all 
proposed objectives? 

● Does the budget include sufficient support for the 
involvement of project partners and participants? 

● Is the federal funding request matched by at least the 
same amount of non-federal contributions or do 
applicants provide justification for a match waiver? 

 
Matching contributions should improve cost-effectiveness and 
further encourage partnerships among government, industry, 
and academia. Applicants that document match that has already 
been secured (or provide a justified waiver) are likely to score 
higher on this criterion. 
 
Applicants can include all matching contributions allocated to 
their project, however no extra points in this merit review are 
given for match above the 1:1 requirement. 
 
Those applications that demonstrate secured, acceptable non-
federal cost-share at a 1:1 ratio, or those proposals eligible for a 
waiver, will score higher on this criterion. Reviewers will make a 
recommendation of waiver eligibility (and score this criterion 
accordingly) based on the information provided by the applicant. 
Section III. Eligibility Information (Subsection B ‘Cost Sharing or 
Matching Requirement”) of this announcement describes the 
conditions for waiving the match requirement (or part of the 
match requirement if some match is able to be secured). In 
addition to the conditions described in Section III. Eligibility 
Information (Subsection B ‘Cost Sharing or Matching 
Requirement”), a justified waiver generally demonstrates unusual 
hardship on and meaningful attempts by the applicant to secure 
1:1 matching contributions or cost-share partnerships. Applicants 
should make every effort to meet the match requirement. Match 
waivers are not common, and are approved at NOAA’s 
discretion. 
 
Applications that clearly apply funds for work addressing their 
identified specific marine debris type or issue without using 
NOAA funds to expand an organization’s day-to-day 
administrative activities or purchase equipment without 
specifying future funds for maintenance costs are likely to score 
higher under this criterion. Matching contributions should 
improve cost-effectiveness and further encourage partnerships 
among government, industry, and academia.  
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Project Budget 
Organization 

● Does the budget justification narrative contain a 
sufficient level of detail for both federal and non-federal 
shares, as required in Section IV. Application and 
Submission Information (Subsection B “Content and 
Form of Application”)? 

● Does the overall budget describe both the federal and 
non-federal funding needs for all required project 
implementation and administration activities? 

● Does the applicant include a summary budget table? Is it 
sufficiently detailed? 

● Are the narrative and summary tables organized by SF-
424A object classes? 

 
Proposals with detailed Budget Narratives that follow the format 
of NOAA’s Budget Narrative Guidance document (link is 
provided in Section IV. Application and Submission Information 
(Subsection B “Content and Form of Application”.) are likely to 
score higher on this criterion. 
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Funding Need ● Does the proposal demonstrate a critical need for NOAA 
funding and support? 

● Does the applicant state other funding sources are 
supporting this project and could the project still continue 
without funding from this competition? 

● Does the applicant effectively state the importance of the 
benefits of this proposed project, referencing 
reports/other documentation or first hand or historical 
knowledge? 

● Does the applicant describe the impacts to the 
environment or community if no action is taken? 

● Are there letters of support documenting the want or 
need for this project by other organizations stating the 
importance of the project and its outcome in the specific 
proposed area(s)? 

● Does the applicant have a history conducting the project 
and would likely continue the work without NOAA 
funding? 

If the application does not specifically address funding need, 
NOAA will consider other identified funding sources, organization 
capabilities and resources, and project history to evaluate this 
criterion. 
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6. Justice, Equity, Diversity, and Inclusion 
This criterion ascertains if the applicant purposefully designed their proposal 
incorporating justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion.  
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Statement of 
Diversity and 
Inclusion 

● Did the applicant provide a statement of diversity and 
inclusion? 

● Does the applicant clearly demonstrate how they 
incorporated justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion in 
their engagement process or expected outcomes, or by 
encouraging diverse perspectives from project leaders 
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and partners? (outlined in Section I. Funding Opportunity 
Description (Subsection B “Program Priorities”)) 

● Does the statement describe how the proposed project 
broadens the participation of underrepresented groups,  
and/or removes barriers related to marine debris 
pollution prevention, in their proposed marine debris 
prevention activities? 

● Does the project propose to work with disadvantaged 
communities that have been historically marginalized 
and overburdened by pollution? 

● Are goals and metrics included for assessing the 
success of justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion? 
 
 

Justice, equity, 
diversity, and 
inclusion 
considerations for 
applicant team 

● Does the applicant describe how their team will bring a 
diversity of viewpoints to this project? 

● Does the applicant describe their team’s experience 
promoting justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion in past 
work? 

● Does the applicant address justice, equity, diversity, and 
inclusion throughout the proposal? 
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