May 19, 2002


NIH Action Items for NIH Competitive Application Reengineering and Other Issues

1. NIH will research how NIH staff use the following items on Form Page 1: IPF Number (item 9), EIN (item 11), and Congressional District (item 11).

2. NIH will define Application and Performance addresses and determine how they are used.

3. NIH will analyze whether the Abstract (Form Page 2) is used for Review/Referral, for laypersons, or for multiple purposes. The analysis will determine whether symbols and rich text should be supported in the Abstract. 

4. NIH will research the use of box 12, i.e., whether contact information is needed for grant negotiations and other purposes as well as for award notification.

5. Steve will email Jerry details of how the Key Personnel element (Form Page 2) could be changed to reduce the burden on the data stream.

6. NIH will research how to calculate % Effort on Project (Form Page 4) and explain how Review uses this information.

7. NIH will present user and functional groups with two options for streamlining % Effort on Project (Form Page 4). NIH will present the annualized and modular approaches to user and functional groups for comment.

8. NIH will research how the Program, Grants Management, and Review business areas and Congress use itemized budget information from the Equipment, Supplies, and Other Expenses fields (Form Page 4). NIH will determine the level of detail required for each category and which fields are processed as data and which as text.

9. NIH will map EDI budget categories to those on the 398.

10. NIH will research how Review uses Other Support information.

11. NIH will confirm that PDF will be the standard for datastream submission of application materials. 

12. NIH will confirm the 25-page limit for sections A-D to be submitted as one TS102 for EDI submissions; sections E-J to be submitted as a separate TS102. Also, for XML, any similar formatting to allow for receipt of PDF would suffice.  

13. NIH will research the means to provide conversion service to render PDF from either MS Word or WordPerfect. This service would include the ability for the P.I. to preview prior to final submission.

14. NIH will confirm that during a paper/electronic transition period, a warning message rather than rejection of the application on account of a research plan page length violation will be in effect. 

15. NIH will research an algorithm to check font size conformance within the research plan portion of the application.

16. NIH will confirm the concept of submission of application and research plan in one package.

17. NIH will research the means by which appendices can be submitted electronically in PDF with the application or after assignment.

18. NIH will confirm that paper-based appendices to be submitted directly to the SRA after assignment.

19. NIH will confirm feasibility of applicants use of format of their choosing rendered in PDF for submission of biosketch information. 

Other NIH Action Items

20. NIH will solicit feedback from the CWG regarding reporting requirements for FSR.

21. NIH to explore development of a funding opportunities wizard to assist researchers, perhaps as part of extramural portal.

22. NIH to evaluate the utility of providing grantees with an approval number that would need to be provided to control receipt of applications with budgets of >$500K.

23. NIH to explore ways for grantees to upload just-in-time information (instead of faxing).

24. Marcia concurred with an earlier suggestion made by Pamela that we should consider changing IRB approval date to IRB expiration date.

25. Sandi observed that the instructions for Other Support on the new 398 (Rev. 5/01) do not correspond to the examples. They should be consistent   Done!!  
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