
Susan Schiffner Page 1 3/4/2009

FAQs for the HSR&D 2009 CoE Solicitation

Q1. Are the Center PI and Center Co-PI required to have 50% effort designated for
Center activities? What are considered Center activities?

Answer. Yes. The requirement for the Center leadership to commit 0.5 FTEE to CoE
activities has been in place for many years. The 1204.3 handbooks from 2001 forward
and the FY2005 Solicitation explicitly state this requirement. The current solicitation is
consistent with this requirement by stating the Center Director and Associate Director
must: “Devote at least 0.5 full time employee equivalent effort (FTEE) to CoE activities.”

Center activities would include administrative oversight, mentoring, program
development, recruiting, and many other leadership tasks. The 0.5 FTEE time
allocation “cannot overlap with other research activities such as funded research
projects.”

Q2. To calculate the number of funded PIs in the CoE applications, will the HSR&D
annual report definition of PI be used for the eligibility criteria? Or will current HSR&D
funding be used.

Answer. The following is the description in the solicitation for eligible PIs:

Eligibility. At the time of application there must be a minimum of four VA HSR&D
funded principal investigators (PI) engaged in research projects (IIR, SDR, QUERI,
or special solicitations) and one or more of the following for a total of five:

a. One additional VA HSR&D funded PI engaged in research projects (IIR, SDR,
QUERI, or special solicitations), or

b. One HSR&D Career Development Awardee.

Note: Consistent with HSR&D Center Annual Reports, Principal Investigators are
defined as individual primary HSR&D funded PIs rather than investigators supported
by other funding sources. This means that individual HSR&D PIs can only be
counted once. Only the primary HSR&D PI is calculated in this eligibility criteria. If
an investigator is PI on two funded HSR&D projects at their location (i.e., IIR, SDP,
etc.), only one of the projects would be eligible toward the number of funded PIs at
that Center. Co-PIs do not count and the projects are expected to have
approximately 2 years or greater of funding.

The following are some examples of HSR&D projects that could potentially be
considered toward eligibility by HSR&D and the CoE reviewers:

 If a proposed Center PI received a funding approval notification letter for an
HSR&D project, but may not have started the project yet.
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 If a PI receives an approval notification letter for a conditional response
submission, HSR&D and the reviewers may consider that for eligibility as well.

 If a project from the March 2009 HSR&D Scientific Merit Review Board meeting
is approved for funding prior to the CoE review meeting, it will be considered one
of the projects to meet the eligibility criteria.

 If an investigator receives approval for an HSR&D Career Development Award
prior to the CoE review meeting, and the proposed Center has not already
counted one of these currently funded Career Development awards toward the
minimum eligibility criteria.

Q3. Would the following projects count toward eligibility?
1. An IIR that is scheduled to end 6/2010.
2. An IIR that is scheduled to end in 2011 and a PI at our facility is the site PI of the

overall project.
3. QUERI Center Funds that are scheduled to end in 2011.

Answer.
1. Yes, a project ending 6/2010 would be applicable if it is at least 2 years in

duration.
2. No, the PI must be the primary project PI, not a site PI.
3. No, QUERI Center funds are considered administrative funds, not project funds.

QUERI projects, such as an SDP and some RRPs can be eligible, but not core
Center funds.

Q4. The “FAQ for HSR&D Pilot Program Solicitation 2009” document
(http://www.research.va.gov/funding/solicitations/docs/FAQs-Pilot-Program-2009.pdf)
states that the specific project minimum criteria for currently funded CoE in FY 2009 is a
total of 6 funded unique PIs = 5 funded unique PIs plus 1 additional project, Career
Development Awardee, or pilot program PI. How does this affect my Center’s eligibility
to submit a proposal for the 2009 CoE solicitation?

Answer. See Question 2 for the eligibility criteria that will be used for the 2009 CoE
review. Centers submitting proposals (re-competition or as potential new sites) will not
be evaluated by the Pilot Program Solicitation criteria requirements. However, CoEs
approved for funding beyond 2009 will be expected to meet these criteria by the end of
FY 2010 (at the usual time of the annual administrative evaluation of Center eligibility for
continued funding).

Q5. There discrepancies in references to the Appendices in the main part of the
solicitation and Attachment A that do not agree with the Appendices referenced in
Attachment A pages 14-16 and Attachment B (HSR&D Checklist).

http://www.research.va.gov/funding/solicitations/docs/FAQs-Pilot-Program-2009.pdf
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Answer. Please follow the appendices instructions in ATTACHMENT A PAGES 14-16 and
the ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST for the correct appendices in which to include information
and the correct order in which to assemble the appendices in your application. The
specific discrepancies are also addressed below.

- PAGE 6 - Says COE's last review notification letter should go in Appendix 10;
ATTACHMENT A PAGE 16 and ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST says Appendix 9.

ANSWER Review Notification Letter goes in Appendix 9.

- ATTACHMENT A PAGES 4-5 – iii. Productivity (1) (2) & (3) Text states that the 3 tables
of existing achievements, potential achievements & future activities go in Appendix
2; ATTACHMENT A PAGE 14 and ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST say Appendix 1 is “Related
Ongoing Projects”.

ANSWER Tables of existing achievements, potential achievements and
future activities are to be included in Appendix 1.

- ATTACHMENT A PAGE 6 – vi. Facilities & Capacity (5) Role of Steering Committee
Text says 5(a) and 5(b) should be included in Appendix 3; ATTACHMENT A PAGE 15
and ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST say Steering Committee information goes in Appendix
2.

ANSWER Steering Committee information is to be included in Appendix 2.

- ATTACHMENT A PAGE 7 – vii. Facilities & Other Resources (1) Text references
Appendix 5 for MOUs; ATTACHMENT A PAGE 15 and ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST say
Appendix 4 for MOUs.

ANSWERMemorandums of Understanding (MOUs) go in Appendix 4.

- ATTACHMENT A PAGE 14 – h. VA Form 10-1313-5/6 (i) Section B. Selected peer-
reviewed publications. Text states that a more extensive list of publications can go in
Appendix 5; ATTACHMENT A PAGE 15 and ATTACHMENT B CHECKLIST say Appendix 5 is
for “Additional Information (maximum 2 pages)”. Is this the correct place for a more
extensive table of important publications?

ANSWER Yes – the correct place for a more extensive table of important
publications is Appendix 5 (which cannot exceed 2 pages).

Q6. In Attachment A, Page 14, h. VA Form 10-1313-5/6 (ii), Section C. Research
Support it states that the project award amounts and percent efforts must be included in
Table 5. What specifically should be included in the Total Award amount?

Answer. Include only the amount of money that is brought into the Center by the
investigator for whom the biosketch is written. For example:

 If the investigator is the PI for a project, they should include the portion of the
overall budget that is allocated to their location under their name (i.e., amount of
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salary they receive (if any); non-personnel project money associated with the
project, such as money for supplies; etc.).

 If the co-investigator on the project is at the same location as the PI, they should
complete the 10-1313-5/6 with the amount of money they receive for the project
under only their name (this may primarily be salary because other non-personnel
project costs would be attributed to the PI of the project).

 If a co-investigator on the project is at a different location than the PI, they should
complete the 10-1313-5/6 with only the amount of money they receive in their
name at their separate location. This may include salary for the co-investigator
and other materials designated for that location in the project budget.

 Neither the PI nor any co-investigators should report the funding total submitted
in the project budget on their biosketch in Table 5. This would only be
appropriate if they were allocated the entire amount of approved project funding
in their own name.


