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1] Ol 2ZAtE

9t COMPETES B0+ 43012 Qo

(In millions)

Project Approximate cost  Project Duration
Robert Noyce, San Jose State U. $0.5 Spring 2004 to Fall 2000
NSF, Ocean Observatory Institute 126 September 2009 to
(QQl) September 2014

DOE, ARPA-E, Foro Energy 18  Early 2009 to mid-2012
Thermodynamic drilling

DOE, ARPA-E, Stanford Large Energy 6  April 2010 to April 2012
Reductions

NIST, Bldg 1 Expansion (Precision 102  FY 2007-
Measurement Laboratory), Boulder, FY 2012

co

NIST, Scientific and Technical 100 ongoing

Research Services, Boulder, CO Labs

Department of Education, Teachers for 1 FY 2008-

a Competitive Tomorrow, William FY 2013

Paterson University, NJ

Source: GAD analysis.
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3) AIALE

St=0ME OHEIDIRIZ, W= RNJREZ OS2 1 S84 H
SlE T2 J|2F Lo HRANe HES Bt 88t 2K
2 o7 Z2)lEg So S5 9, =2 g€EH 29 dF gF¥=2
T2 22 0l=0 LEtUH, Sol sed o4 2= Soll ot
Sl=2l A3t OIRHK= E=R0=, AMEN DIXles 2U4E ©
J12F Lol =&ol= A0l 2Jtsol)l MR0ICH. etk EEXE 9
A X2 20 ZIIE ot=0M HEZH EBILZIOOF 8t §
ol “high-risk, high-reward" &3 XI&2 fol&, &M st A
7 50| 0lol oHYot= KXol CHol 2C ¥&etn SLE J|=0|
HAIZIOHOF Bt0H, OISt “high-risk, high-reward" ¢ Tz )
of 452 floid EIIE 2 A= oHEE XIRO0l 0IF0H MOt
gt Z10ICH.

4) £X™: http:

//www.gao.gov/new. items/d11127r .pdf
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NSF by the Numbers

$6.9 billion | FY 2010 appropriations (does not include special or donated funds)

2100 | Colieges, universities, and other institutions receiving NSF funding in FY 2010

55,600 | Propasals evaluated in FY 2010 through a competitive merit review process

13,000 | Competitive awards funded in FY 2010

287,000 | Proposal reviews conducted in FY 2010

Estimated number of people NSF supports directly (researchers, postdoctoral rellows, trainees,

294.000 teachers, and students)

42 000 | Students supported by NSF Graduate Research Fellowships since 1952
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- Merit review 82| SFHHE SUAIFII Rloi H-KH LA
principal investigator Ol Al %BP S AARZW0 ek &
= M (statement) Z&ol= B2 Y% HHUMEZ SHEHM
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[E 3] Strategic Outcome Goal Performance Dashboard
2010

Performance Measure 2008 2009 2010 Result
Target
Percant of proposals with & time to decision within TEw smnE 75 To
g & months
Research and RElEted ACTHGES OiMeCIDrEtes will ivest &
F minimum of 52 million per research division to leverage and NyA NyA 51384 840
& facilitate activities that foster potentially transformative milon millon
research
g Percent of N5F Learning portfolio with established metrics N/A B0 100% 100% yf
; Percent of MREFC facilities under construction with negative . .
s cost &n schedule variances st or below 10 o oo TED Loo TED
Percant of facilities in the oparational phese with less than . .
1005 100% 100% B0
% 10% lost operating time
Conduct & Business Systam Review once per S-year award
cycle for all institutions hosting NSF-supported large /A 3 4 3
facilities * *
Percent of reviewed proposals with a written statement a5% D B3 B5% 4*3
i describing review process and context of the decision
8 .
Analyze Committees of Visitors reports to identidy issues of Ny Anglysis Completed  Completed vy
quality and transparancy of the merit review procass Degun report reparnt
" Appropristely apply rsk .
i Site visits 1005 100% B8O B5% of 30
assessment strategy to = *
ensune adequats post- . . )
award fnancial and Desk reviews 1005 100% 1468% B5% of 73 ‘f
administrative monitoring of
- MOMNEF g transacton testing 100% 100% 100% 100% v

riskiest ewards

N/AC Not applicable becauss the performance Messure was established after that fiscal year.

TEDr T be determined. Results are not avaiiabie st this fime; they will be reported in the Fy 2010 APR.

MREFC: Major Ressarch Equipment and Facilities Construction

FFR: Federal Financial Report

* The time-to-decision goal was in effect only fior the first quarter of FY 2009, N5F suspended this goal to expedite processing time of
the additionsl proposals received a5 @ result of the Recovery Act.

=+ 4 Business System Review is an award monitoring activity that assesses an institution s capacity to manage a facility in compiiance
with NSF expectations and federal reguiations.

[& 1] NSF 2010 Ol XIEUWE
NSF BUDGET STRUCTURE
FY 2010 Appropriations by Account—56,873 million

CFFICE OF INSPECTOR GEMERAL
§14 million (<1%)
AGENCY OPERATIONS AND AWARD MANAGEMENT
MAJOR RESEARCH EQUIPMENT | S1am e e
AND FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION

$117 milliom (2%)

NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD
55 million (<1%)

EDUCATION AND
HUMAN RESOURCES
873 million (13%)]

RESEARCH AND
RELATED ACTIVITIES
§5,564 million (81%)

Mot Tokals may mof 2dd due o pueding.




O MAR2IUHS: 2010 S HAZO = A2 6.90A=22, 2F 801
HIEN oiYdl= 5.68HE0|] HR2AHAESH XNSZJUCH. O]
= =& “high-risk and transformative research" &0t2| J|
FTHAL} W0 XN=EZRUCH. STEMZ Ot & ZolE =2l &
M DY L IHE 252 /ol WSAENE HYSoZ ot

o o 1BHMED N&ELUCH. O 12 2 It

O HA2HIS 86IHHIEIL competitive merit reviewE Sofl X=SEA
A, 2 46,000E0] merit review EZZMAC IHEAER
HOotMAARIECE EHOOIAUCH. & QOIHAIESl HAPZIHL ol &t
Of HNMXNAS =2 AU(cooperative agreement)22 XS & U

la

@ 0

Ch. S8t 2010& Ol O &2l 2,1000H0F €2 120l &S -H[0t
ANEERH S 294,000 0 A S-810 ANEEUCH. SA-HS
HE=2 otule JiZol XNs=Hfj2uU, glgeletd, 20
2 2121y S0l XNs=SERUACH (O 2 & 3 EX)



[08 283 ] NSF ¢H2Hl XIS X

INFI'I'I'UTIDNS FUNDED BY NSF
FY 2010 Budget Obligations—$7,572 million

Federally Funded R&D Centers
5351 milllon {S%)

N5F Administrative Accounts

Other L2118 million (4%}

$371 million {5%)

Private Industry
5916 millioa [12%)
(inchatdes Sl Busineis)

Colleges, Universities,
and Academic Consortia
5,615 million (74%)

Netes NSF Adrmnistratyve Acoaunts nclide the fuading ef adminisative opesations snd award
management and the activities of the Mational Science Beard and the Office of inspecton Genenl
Tarady may not add dis 1o roanding,

NSF AWARD MECHANISMS
FY 2010 Budget Obligations—57,572 million

Contracts

$447 millian (5% M5F Adminstrative Accounts

£318 million (43}

Cooperative
Agreements
$1.681 million [225%)

Grants
$5,146 milkon (68%)

Miie: HUE Arlwineirateee Acoounis inglusde the feraiieu o adememicnsee operaiions and awaed maragesess
and tha antiviciesof he Matoral Scierce Board and the Ofon of Inspector Cenaial,

s, NSFQl Office of Inspector General (01G)=
20108 0t 2011E 0l NHEHO| EE=Z & =28t 6 HHE MAlIGHH
Ch; 1) HIIEA oA SHEH MASY, 2) grant A &AL
3) contract A 23, 4) QIXIRARZ|O LI |22 Q1F, 5)

gold g H, 6)UHAE £t JI72 A

M= NSFIt 2011 &
S Z0l HMAIGHUCEH 1) &l

g% CS Fg 208 O

(=
T
J |.[I
I



=0kl X, 2) NSF ® 20tS & FIIX =S oo
O O A XSIO JHM L sz, 3) Sof ot

cl ol AF=2(0ffice of Management and Budget: OMB)OIAl  XIA
“Open Government Directive"Ol et EYAH &= ol M
AH XS o S 23 XE 20, 4) Federal Funding

Accountability and Transparency ActOf ch, A& HAAH|Z
sub—award reporting(¥-Hl LXE 6l XIF CHAl 220 et A
U LEE UE AZRXNAH XN3ots ER)S BEA 21, 5)
& NSF 28 24=22 2l HLO0l 2013E 2t ol MOet, &= 154
HAM 2082t 2eSH0ld XISHHQ Z2H 8#=0] Jisg %= 2012 2
HAT ZBOIINMX &S &

3) AIAHE

SOM0 Hget Ared
HAMds H-H

X2l AlZ2t0l S8t 0

o ol

|72t IR, Ole, et= E22 H-X
SOEUHAME HIE et=25 JtALD Ol "HSM U=s AKX
18= MEot, H72dl ME XS0l H2AES MG 2
gtet OlolE =2A0F & = OICH. s, APAMYE HdE2 JIE
gl =23 A= TEol EHEo=M, HP2AYES FHLES

AIIl=0 ==0oH0F 2tL}.

A)EX: http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/2011/nsf11003/index. jsp

2) http:/ /www.nsf.gov/pubs/2011/nsf11003/index jsp
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