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Jean L. Blandin  
   Office:  011B Steele 
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   - Physics  
         & Astronomy 
 

Deborah D. Edwards   
   Office:  Moore 124-5 
   Phone: 6-2657 
   - Education 
   - Psychological  
         & Brain Sciences 
 

Robyn M. Hadlock   
   Office: 109 Gilman 
   Phone: 6-1019 
   - Biological Science 
   - Humanities Dept’s 
   - A & S Programs  
 

Bonnie J. Paton  
   Office:  11A Steele 
   Phone: 6-4023 
   - Geography 
   - Government 
   - Science Center 
   - Sociology 
 

Mary D. Wood   
   Office: 105 Sudikoff 
   Phone: 6-9954   
   - Computer Science 
   - Economics 
   - Mathematics 
   - Rockefeller Center 

We welcome Jean Blandin, who in January joined our group of Research Grant Managers. Jean’s grant 
experience was acquired during her 9 years in the Physics & Astronomy Department. We are excited to 
have her as a new member of our team. 
 

You will note from the box at the left that, as promised, we have distributed the remaining departments 
and programs among the Research Grant Managers. Now every department and program within Arts & 
Sciences has a Research Grant Manager to assist with grant administration. Due to the additional 
assignments, we ask that you be mindful of our competing demands and give us as much advance 
notice as possible for any support you may need. 
 

In this issue we are passing along information that we hope you will find useful in staying current with 
present and updated administration policies, rules, and regulation. As always, if you have any 
additional questions or comments, please feel free to contact your Research Grant Manager. 

NSF Collaborative Proposals: Choice of single or simultaneous submissions? 
 

A collaborative proposal is one in which investigators from two or more organizations wish to work jointly 
on a unified research project. Collaborative proposals may be submitted to NSF in one of two methods: 
 

Single Proposal:  Subawards are administered by the lead organization.  The single proposal method allows 
investigators from two or more institutions who have developed an integrated research project to submit a 
single, focused proposal.  A single investigator bears primary responsibility for the administration of the 
grant and discussions with NSF. At the discretion of the organizations involved, investigators from any of 
the participating institutions may be designated as co-PIs.  In the case of a single proposal, the lead 
organization assigns access and then gives the Proposal # and PIN # to each organization so that they may 
sign on directly to the NSF Fastlane proposal and add their budgets. 
 

Advantage:  When the proposal is awarded, as prime, the PI will have more influence over the activities of 
the subrecipient(s).   
Disadvantage:  Overhead on the first $25,000 of the subaward(s) will need to be budgeted. Letters of intent 
to subcontract are required for each subaward before the proposal is submitted. 
 

Simultaneous submission:  Submission of a collaborative proposal from multiple organizations.  For a 
simultaneous submission, the title of the project must begin with the words “Collaborative Research.”  The 
lead organization’s submission will include a cover sheet, project description, references cited, biographical 
sketches, budgets and budget justification, current & pending support, and facilities, equipment and other 
resources for their organization.  Non-lead organization submissions will include all of the above for their 
organization except the project summary, project description, and references cited which are the same for all 
collaborating organizations.  Fastlane will combine the proposal submission for printing or electronic 
viewing.  The lead institution will link the “lead” proposal to the other proposals by requesting the Proposal 
# and PIN # from each organization and using the “Link Collaborative Proposals” button on Fastlane. 
 

Given that separately submitted collaborative proposals constitute a “single” proposal submission to NSF, it 
is imperative that the proposals be submitted within a reasonable timeframe to one another (each 
organization submits their own proposal).  Failure to submit all components of the collaborative proposal on 
a timely basis may impact the review of the proposal. 
 

Advantage:  No additional overhead is charged, as each organization receives its own award.   
Disadvantage:  The prime will not have control over the activities of the collaborating institutions. 
 

In either case, the lead organization’s proposal should contain all of the requisite sections as a single 
package to be provided to reviewers.  All collaborative proposals should clearly describe the roles to be 
played by the other organizations, specify the managerial arrangements, and explain the advantages of the 
multi-organizational effort within the project description.  PIs are strongly encouraged to contact their NSF 
Program Officer prior to submission of a collaborative proposal. 
 

If you are asked to collaborate with another institution, and therefore will not be the lead, it may be 
advantageous to ask for a simultaneous submission. This would require prior approval, but would avoid the 
subcontracting arrangements and would allow you full control over your part of the award. 

POLICY REMINDER:  
   

OSP would like to remind 
applicants for sponsored 
projects: Department chairs 
must sign the application’s 
Proposal Routing Form for 
all personnel listed on a 
grant application with 5% 
or greater effort.  
 
If an application includes 
personnel from several 
departments, note that all 
department chairs must 
sign the associated routing 
form PRIOR to OSP's 
review of the application. 
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POLICY UPDATES, CHANGES or REMINDERS: 
 
Data Retention Policy – Who owns the Data? 
 
It is important to remember that research data generated 
at Dartmouth College is the property of the College. The 
College does allow the original research data to be 
retained by the senior investigator, but must be returned 
to the institution upon request. Three years after the 
submission of the final report on the research project for 
which the data was collected is the standard length of 
time required for the retention of the data, but this may 
vary by specific requirements of the sponsor. The 
complete policy can be found at: 

http://www.dartmouth.edu/~osp/policies.html 

RESOURCES…as reported in Wray's Wrap Up… 
 
NIH revised its Grant Policy Statement. 
*Announcement expected – new PHS 398 forms.* 
The new GPS is on: 
      http://grants.nih.gov/grants/policy/nihgps_2003/index.htm 
 

************** 
NASA GRANT and COOPERATIVE 
AGREEMENT HANDBOOK has revision dated 
1/2004: 
     http://ec.msfc.nasa.gov/hq/grcover.htm 
 

*********** 
And, as you may recall, all federal agencies are now 
posting funding opportunities on Grants.Gov.  You 
can sign up for daily email notifications if you wish.  
Here is the web site: 
     http://www.grants.gov/Find 
 

PONDERABLES…  What do you know about Export Controls??? 
 

“Export controls present unique challenges to universities and colleges because they require balancing concerns 
about national security and U.S. economic vitality with traditional concepts of unrestricted academic freedom of 
publication and dissemination of research findings and results … Export control regulations do not require that 
universities and colleges obtain a license to transfer scientific, technical or engineering information to their 
foreign national students and faculty members if the information is in the public domain …Vigilance is required 
to ensure that the availability of the fundamental research and other exemptions are not lost due to inadvertent 
acceptance of contractually imposed restrictions on access to, dissemination of, or participation in research.”   

   -COGR (Council on Governmental Relations, 2003) 
 

Stay sensitive to Export Controls - Any NSF call for proposals and/or awards referencing Public Law 
#107-305 (“Cyber Security Research and Development Act”) requires an alert to OSP by the P.I. because 
of possible restrictions the College may be unwilling to accept. 
 

More information can be found on OSP’s homepage: (left side-click on Federal Policies)   http://www.dartmouth.edu/~osp/ 

How To Always Be Prepared For an Audit Tip: 
 

FIXED ASSETS: Not only is it important for all assets to be listed in the database, but 
the location is important as well. If an asset is moved, the database should be changed to 
reflect the new location. Help your department keep track of computers/equipment that 
move. Also, we often purchase more than one distinct asset on one purchase order. 
Please make sure each item has an asset tag. If upgrades are purchased that significantly 
increase the value of the original item, please have the new value entered into the 
database (this item will not be charged indirects). Contact your department’s fixed asset 
custodian for assistance. 

Did you know… 
 

When the PI signs the Conflict 
of Interest (COI) statement on 
the Proposal Routing Form 
he/she is signing not only for 
him/herself, but for all 
individuals on the proposal?   
 

Even when a proposal is being 
submitted close to the deadline 
it is important that the PI pay 
special attention to this section 
before signing. 
 

“I certify that all relevant 
individuals on this proposal 
have read Dartmouth’s COI 
policy and have current 
disclosures on file with the 
Office of Sponsored Projects” 

Human Subjects Training 
 

All individuals who come in contact with human subjects, whether they are part of 
sponsored research or non-sponsored research, are required to take the training, either 
through the CPHS course offered periodically on campus, or various web-based courses 
that can be found at: 
 

                                    http://www.dartmouth.edu/~cphs/.  
 

This requirement should be addressed at the beginning of employment in the 
department. Students involved with research should take the course as soon as possible. 


