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OMB’s Proposed Funding Rules Will Undermine Scientific Research in the U.S.
Science in the United States faces a turning point. The Office of Management and Budget’s Proposed Rule on Federal Financial Assistance (OMB-2026-0034), introduced on May 29, 2026, would significantly revise the Uniform Guidance governing federal grants, cooperative agreements, and other assistance for all federally funded science, including food science. Framed as an oversight and accountability update, it would also materially change how awards are reviewed, managed, monitored, and terminated. If implemented without safeguards, the rule would erode U.S. leadership as other countries expand research investment, publications systems, and global science influence.
Communication, connection, and collaboration are the lifeblood of modern science, across all research disciplines. The technological breakthroughs that will shape the future of food come from high-quality, peer-reviewed research. The OMB’s proposed changes to federal funding would make alignment with political priorities, not scientific merit, the deciding factor for where critical research funding goes. If enacted as proposed, this change would likely restrict communication, hamper connection, and throttle collaboration across the U.S. and internationally, damaging American science significantly. 
For IFT and similarly situated scientific and scholarly societies, the proposal would reduce confidence in how federally funded work is delivered and shared; increase grant compliance and oversight costs; weaken long-term planning tied to federal awards; and discourage research dissemination, convening, peer review, and cross sector collaboration. Scholarly publishing is a particular concern. If journal subscriptions, publication costs, open access fees, or other publishing-related expenses become more difficult or unallowable, researchers may face new publishing barriers, societies may lose revenue that sustains editorial quality and community services, and smaller organizations may be less able to participate in federal opportunities. By restricting the ability of food scientists to publish, present, and share their research data, that science will be siloed, diminished, and left to gather dust in isolation instead of serving as the foundation for scientific advancement. As China, allied nations, and strategic competitors expand R&D investment, domestic publishing capacity, high-quality research output, and science-policy infrastructure, constraints on U.S.-based scholarly communication could reduce U.S. convening power and global scientific leadership.
The bottom line is this proposal would reshape federal grantmaking in ways that would constrain core activities of scientific research, increase compliance costs and uncertainty, and weaken the long-term value of federal investments. For scholarly societies, it represents a threat to publishing, peer review, open access pathways, collaboration, and the infrastructure that converts federally funded research into trusted public knowledge. 
The deadline to share comments is July 13, 2026. 


Key Issues (At-A-Glance):
· Restrictions on mission-supporting activities. New restrictions or advance approvals for memberships, publications, journal subscriptions, article processing charges, conferences, and related activities could limit peer review, scientific publishing, attendance at scientific conferences, technical training, standards development, dissemination, and workforce development.

· Greater political and funding uncertainty. Shifting pre-award review and funding approval from scientific panels of subject-matter experts to senior political appointees will reward alignment with policy priorities rather than scientific merit, reducing predictability and confidence in award decisions.

· Increased compliance burden. Additional approvals, oversight of affiliates and subrecipients, and internal tracing requirements could divert staff time and budget from mission delivery.

· Higher operational risk: Gives broader authority of political appointees to suspend or terminate awards and stop previously approved ongoing research, including using administrative procedures to circumvent the will of Congress by defunding Congressionally approved research programs. These put at risk effective staffing, publication planning, convening, vendor commitments, and long-term program delivery.

· Weakens global science competitiveness. U.S. competitors and partners are expanding science investment, publication output, and research infrastructure. China is strengthening domestic journals, while South Korea, India, Singapore, Japan, the European Union, and other strategic competitors are investing in research capacity and science-policy infrastructure. If U.S. rules make federally funded publishing, convening, or dissemination harder, it is likely that scientific influence, spin-off technologies, talent attraction, and agenda-setting capacity could shift away from the United States. 

Get Educated
· Food Research Call to Action on Funding and Priorities — food-research-call-to-action-on-funding-and-priorities.pdf
· The Scholarly Kitchen guest post on federal grants guidance and scholarly societies — https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2026/06/15/guest-post-the-us-governments-new-guidance-for-federal-grants-and-the-case-for-scholarly-societies/
· American Association for the Advancement of Science: “Another red alert for American science | Science” https://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/science.aej3572
· The Scholarly Kitchen series on China’s scholarly publishing system — https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2026/06/03/the-rise-of-chinas-scholarly-publishing-system-part-1-chinas-journal-ecosystem-is-accelerating/; https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2026/06/04/the-rise-of-chinas-scholarly-publishing-system-part-2-navigating-chinas-publishing-ambition-strategic-options-for-international-publishers/
· The Conversation on China surpassing the U.S. in research spending and scientific output — https://theconversation.com/china-surpasses-us-in-research-spending-the-consequences-extend-far-beyond-scientific-ranking-and-clout-280543
· WIPO Global Innovation Index blog on global R&D growth and the shift toward Asia — https://www.wipo.int/en/web/global-innovation-index/w/blogs/2025/end-of-year-edition
· Nature Index on shifting global research output — https://www.nature.com/nature-index/news/nature-index-research-leaders-united-states-losing-ground-china-lead-expands-rapidly
· Federal News Network on OMB’s grants rewrite — https://federalnewsnetwork.com/financial-management/2026/06/the-3-goals-of-ombs-rewrite-of-grants-regulations/
· Governing on implications for state, local, and nonprofit recipients — https://www.governing.com/management-and-administration/big-changes-on-the-horizon-for-federal-grants
· NACo summary on the proposed overhaul of federal grant rules — https://www.naco.org/news/omb-proposes-major-overhaul-federal-grant-rules
· National Council of Nonprofits on impacts to nonprofit federal grant recipients — https://www.councilofnonprofits.org/pressreleases/office-management-and-budget-proposes-new-rules-govern-grantmaking-could-harm
· Federal Register proposed rule and Regulations.gov docket OMB-2026-0034 — https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2026/05/29/2026-10817/regulation-for-federal-financial-assistance; https://www.regulations.gov/docket/OMB-2026-0034
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