•

Documentation regarding research involving the use of human subjects, hazardous materials, vertebrate
animals, or endangered species. (See AAG Chapter VI.B and GPG Chapter II.D.5 and II.D.6).

•

Projects that involve technology utilization/transfer activities, that require a management plan, or that
involve special reports or final products. Please note that some program solicitations provide specific
guidance on preparation and inclusion of management plans in proposals submitted to NSF.

•

Special components in new proposals or in requests for supplements, such as Facilitation Awards for
Scientists and Engineers with Disabilities (FASED), Research Opportunity Awards (ROAs) or Research
Experiences for Undergraduates (REUs). (See GPG Chapter II.D.3 for information on FASED, and for
the other programs identified, consult the relevant program solicitation.)

•

Research in Undergraduate Institutions. (See RUI program solicitation for information.)

•

Research Experiences for Undergraduates. (See the REU program solicitation for information.)

In addition, the supplementary documentation section should alert NSF officials to unusual circumstances that
require special handling, including, for example, proprietary or other privileged information in the proposal,
matters affecting individual privacy, required intergovernmental review under E.O. 12372 (Intergovernmental
Review of Federal Programs) for activities that directly affect State or local governments, or possible national
security implications.
Proposers are reminded that, unless required by a specific program solicitation, letters of support should not be
submitted as they are not a standard component of an NSF proposal, and, if included, a reviewer is under no
obligation to review these materials. Letters of support submitted in response to a program solicitation
requirement must be unique to the specific proposal submitted and cannot be altered without the author’s explicit
prior approval. NSF may return without review proposals that are not consistent with these instructions.
k.

Appendices

All information necessary for the review of a proposal must be contained in Sections A through I of the proposal.
Appendices may not be included unless a deviation has been authorized. GPG Chapter II.A contains
further information.
D.

Special Guidelines

1.

Grants for Rapid Response Research (RAPID)

The RAPID funding mechanism is used for proposals having a severe urgency with regard to availability of, or
access to data, facilities or specialized equipment, including quick-response research on natural or
anthropogenic disasters and similar unanticipated events. PI(s) must contact the NSF program officer(s) whose
expertise is most germane to the proposal topic before submitting a RAPID proposal. This will facilitate
determining whether the proposed work is appropriate for RAPID funding.
•

The Project Description is expected to be brief (two to five pages) and include clear statements as to why
the proposed research is of an urgent nature and why a RAPID award would be the most appropriate
mechanism for supporting the proposed work. Note this proposal preparation instruction deviates from
the standard proposal preparation instructions contained in this Guide; RAPID proposals must otherwise
be compliant with the GPG.

•

The box for “RAPID” must be checked on the Cover Sheet.

•

Only internal merit review is required for RAPID proposals. Under rare circumstances, program officers
may elect to obtain external reviews to inform their decision. If external review is to be obtained, then the
PI will be so informed in the interest of maintaining the transparency of the review and recommendation
process. The two standard NSB-approved merit review criteria will apply.
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•

Requests may be for up to $200K and of one year duration. The award size, however, will be consistent
with the project scope and of a size comparable to grants in similar areas.

•

No-cost extensions, and requests for supplemental funding, will be processed in accordance with
standard NSF policies and procedures.

•

Renewed funding of RAPID awards may be requested only through submission of a proposal that will be
subject to full external merit review. Such proposals would be designated as “RAPID renewals.”

2.

EArly-concept Grants for Exploratory Research (EAGER)

The EAGER funding mechanism may be used to support exploratory work in its early stages on untested, but
potentially transformative, research ideas or approaches. This work may be considered especially "high risk-high
payoff" in the sense that it, for example, involves radically different approaches, applies new expertise, or
engages novel disciplinary or interdisciplinary perspectives. These exploratory proposals may also be submitted
directly to an NSF program, but the EAGER mechanism should not be used for projects that are appropriate for
submission as “regular” (i.e., non-EAGER) NSF proposals. PI(s) must contact the NSF program officer(s) whose
expertise is most germane to the proposal topic prior to submission of an EAGER proposal. This will aid in
determining the appropriateness of the work for consideration under the EAGER mechanism; this suitability must
be assessed early in the process.
•

The Project Description is expected to be brief (five to eight pages) and include clear statements as to
why this project is appropriate for EAGER funding, including why it does not “fit” into existing programs
and why it is a “good fit” for EAGER. Note this proposal preparation instruction deviates from the
standard proposal preparation instructions contained in this Guide; EAGER proposals must otherwise be
compliant with the GPG.

•

The box for “EAGER” must be checked on the Cover Sheet.

•

Only internal merit review is required for EAGER proposals. Under rare circumstances, program officers
may elect to obtain external reviews to inform their decision. If external review is to be obtained, then the
PI will be so informed in the interest of maintaining the transparency of the review and recommendation
process. The two standard NSB-approved merit review criteria will apply.

•

Requests may be for up to $300K and of up to two years duration. The award size, however, will be
consistent with the project scope and of a size comparable to grants in similar areas.

•

No-cost extensions, and requests for supplemental funding, will be processed in accordance with
standard NSF policies and procedures.

•

Renewed funding of EAGER awards may be requested only through submission of a proposal that will
be subject to full external merit review. Such proposals would be designated as “EAGER renewals.”

3.

Facilitation Awards for Scientists and Engineers with Disabilities (FASED)

As part of its effort to promote full utilization of highly qualified scientists, mathematicians, and engineers, and to
develop scientific and technical talent, the Foundation has the following goals:
•
to reduce or remove barriers to participation in research and training by physically disabled individuals by
providing special equipment and assistance under awards made by NSF; and
•
to encourage disabled individuals to pursue careers in science and engineering by stimulating the
development and demonstration of special equipment that facilitates their work performance.
Individuals with disabilities eligible for facilitation awards include principal investigators, other senior project
personnel, and graduate and undergraduate students. The cognizant NSF Program Officer will make decisions
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