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Funding Opportunity Announcement (FOA) DE-FOA-0000583 and Program Announcement LAB 11-583
FAQ Last Updated: October 27, 2011

Q1:	Can the same person be a PI on more than one proposal, for instance on two very orthogonal proposals?
A1:	YES

Q2:	Can a postdoctoral fellow be a PI or a co-PI on a proposal?
A2:	No restrictions on our end, not typically seen as institutions usually have such restriction.

Q3:	How do we acknowledge that we plan to work together in complimentary ways in the three proposals we will be submitting to the Joint HEDP program call even though none of us will be paid by a grant where the other is the PI? How do we make sure we acknowledge and give credit to the ideas and contributions we plan to make in complementary ways to each others' research without tripping over the wire of your rules about too many PIs or collaborators mentioned, etc.
A3:	Two choices:
Option 1: Submit as a formal collaboration.
  - Collaborative proposals will be reviewed together as a single project
  - Collaborative projects will be awarded/declined as a single project (i.e., everyone gets funded or no one gets funded)
Option 2: Submit individual, non-collaborative proposals.
  - Each proposal will be reviewed individually according to review criteria
  - Awards will be determined independently for each proposal

Q4:	The FOA instructs us to include co-authors and co-editors within the 2 page Biographical Sketch of each of the PD/PI Senior/Key persons on our proposal.  (In our case of a well established collaboration) the list for each is voluminous and largely overlapping. ==>Would it serve your purposes better to insert a single aggregated list of co-authors etc. at the end of the biographical sketches? 
A4:	Yes, that would work.  Basically it helps us scan for conflict of interest when making an initial attempt at identifying reviewers (a daunting job with this particular call which we want to get a start on).

Q5:	In discussion of the “Project Narrative” I notice differences in wording noted between FY2011 and FY2012 solicitations. Is the intention still the same?
A5:	The section of the project narrative is the bulk of the proposal and should include the discussion of project objectives as an executive summary and then the description and details of the project.  

Q6:	Concerning collaborations, does the anticipated award size of $300k apply to the entire collaboration or to each member of the collaboration?
A6:	The referenced “anticipated award size” of $300k is indicative of the anticipated award size for an individual contributor to a multi-institutional collaboration.  Thus, the total award for a collaboration can be well in excess of $300k.  

Q7:	Are Fusion related projects considered responsive to this FOA even though Fusion applications are not explicitly mentioned?
A7:	Yes.  HEDLP science certainly includes IFE science, and Fusion related projects are not necessarily excluded from the FOA.  

Q8: 	With collaborative proposals, the time line section can become a bit convoluted and long.  Is it preferred that this section be unique to each of the collaborators, i.e. the technical portion of the proposal is common, but the time table of activities is only that of the PI on the proposal (with a general overview of the collaboration timetable)?   Do all collaborators need a detailed time line in all the common proposals?
A8:	 In general, the more detail the better.   Please provide a comprehensive timetable for the collaboration along with an individual timetable for each of the participating institutions/collaborators. 



