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& What the New OMB Rule Would Do
e Would overhaul rules for all federal grants, including science, housing, education,
defense, and NASA
e Represents a major shift that could politicize scientific funding and undermine
long-term research stability
e Author frames it as a serious threat to the U.S. scientific system that has historically
operated outside political cycles
+ How the Current Grant System Works
e Peer review by subject-matter scientists is the backbone of U.S. research funding
decisions
o Panels evaluate rigor, methods, feasibility, and scientific merit; only 3-20% of proposals
are funded
o Imperfect but designed to keep decisions expert-driven, not political
Three Most Concerning Proposed Changes
1. Political appointees could override peer review
e Funding decisions could be made by political officials, sidelining scientific expertise
e Risk: poorly designed studies funded for political reasons; rigorous work unfunded if
politically inconvenient
2. Grants could be canceled mid-project
e Agencies could terminate funding at any time, even years into multi-year research
o Consequences: wasted taxpayer money, lost jobs for research teams, abandoned patient
studies, and halted progress
3. Restrictions on communicating research
e Federal funds might no longer cover publication fees, limiting public access to findings
e Scientists could face limits on discussing policy implications of their work
o Conference attendance would require pre-approval at the time of grant award,
disadvantaging non-aligned fields or organizations
¢ Long-Term Impact on U.S. Science
e Even if reversed later, damage would persist: halted projects, lost talent, and researchers
leaving the country
o Creates incentives to avoid long-term, high-impact research because funding could
vanish unpredictably
e Administrative burden would increase, despite claims of reducing waste and fraud
o« The most consequential science — long-horizon breakthroughs — would be abandoned
first
What the Public Can Do
Submit a public comment (before July 13)
e OMB must accept and respond to substantial comments; each must be unique to count
e Share personal stories about how science or federal funding has affected you or your work
e Express concerns and ask OMB to withdraw the rule
Contact elected representatives
o Congress controls agency budgets and can intervene in the rulemaking process
Raise awareness
o« Emphasize that this affects all federal grants, not just science
e Share resources and explain why stable, expert-driven funding matters
% Bottom Line
e The proposed OMB rule would politicize funding, destabilize long-term research, restrict
scientific communication, and ultimately reduce the U.S.’s ability to produce lifesaving
treatments and public-health advances
e The author urges immediate public engagement to protect the integrity of American
science.



