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Linear Collider Proposal Process for FY 2005 - Accelerator R&D Program

In summary, both agencies (NSF and DOE):

1.  Will receive and review as identical proposals as possible;

2.  Will select the same email reviewers for each project (at least three independent reviews);

3.  Will accept information from the LC steering group, 

4.  Will employ a jointly appointed NSF/DOE panel, and 

5.  Will coordinate the awards as if funds came from a single source.

The following is the planned joint NSF and DOE procedure and schedule:

12/15/04
The U.S. Linear Collider Steering Group (USLCSG) calls for Linear 

Collider Accelerator R&D (LCARD) proposals.  

1)  There is no intrinsic limit to the number of subprojects.  There are also no limitations on which institutions (universities or laboratories) are involved in each subproject’s “mini-collaboration.”

       2)  The USLCSG then oversees submission of the proposals as follows:

a. Each university group is to prepare a technical proposal of 6 to 15 pages in length.  Included in addition to the technical proposal are the budget, curricula vitae, references, and other material as required by both agencies.

b. One set of the proposals will be provided to an NSF- designated lead university that will bundle the proposals as submitted into a larger, single proposal with the individual proposals as subtasks, and submit the combined proposal to NSF.

c. The other, identical set of proposals is to be submitted directly by the respective universities to DOE via the standard electronic submission process.

d. The entire physics description, number of subprojects, and budget requests are to be identical in the submitted documents.  There is to be no “separating out” DOE and NSF institutions or subprojects.

e. In order to reduce the overall effort for future years and to facilitate the active involvement of graduate students, these proposals may be up to three years in duration, and different subprojects may have different proposed duration periods.  Awards will be subject to the usual federal budget warnings if specified out year funds are allocated.

2/15/05
All proposals must be received by NSF and DOE 



(Note:  This date has now been postponed to 3/1/05)

2/20/05
NSF and DOE begin the Review Process

1)  DOE and NSF will require at least three independent reviews of the proposals.  These reviews will be jointly solicited by DOE and NSF.

2)  A Review Panel will be convened by the NSF/DOE to provide recommendations to the agencies on the value/priority of each proposed subproject.

a. This Panel is instituted jointly by NSF and DOE.

b. The agencies will give serious consideration to recommendations from the USLCSG for the membership of the panel, but will not be obligated to follow this advice. 

4/1/05

The NSF/DOE Review Panel submits recommendations to the Agencies.  



The independent peer reviews are due to the NSF and DOE.

4/16-30/05
NSF and DOE evaluate independent reviews and review panel 



recommendations.
1)  The NSF/DOE staffs will give serious consideration to the USLCSG recommendations and priorities, the independent peer reviews, and the NSF/DOE joint panel’s recommendations in making funding selections.  The final decisions are the responsibility of the joint NSF/DOE task group.



2)  Based on all of the information provided, the NSF and DOE will jointly agree on awards to                             

     specific subprojects and on which agency will make the award.

 3)  May 15:  funding decisions complete.

5/15/05
NSF and DOE announce Accelerator R&D Awards




1)  DOE will issue grants directly to those universities selected for DOE 

     
     funding.


2)  NSF will make a single award to the NSF-submitting institution that will contain a number of specified subcontracts to other universities, with instructions on budget and priority issues.
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