
 

 

May 23, 2022 
 
FR Doc. 2022-07941 
Subject: Public Comment on National Science Foundation 
Proposal/Award Information-NSF Proposal and Award Policies and 
Procedures Guide 
 
To the National Science Foundation, 
 
The Consortium for Ocean Leadership (COL), which represents our nation’s leading ocean science, 
research, and technology organizations from academia, industry, and the larger nonprofit sector (to 
include philanthropy, associations, and aquariums), appreciates the opportunity to provide input to the 
proposed revisions to the National Science Foundation (NSF) Proposal/Award Information-NSF Proposal 
and Award Policies and Procedures Guide (PAPPG). 
 
COL has been working with the ocean – and broader natural science – community to identify and 
promote policies and actions that address the special problems of remote research settings in 
harassment prevention, target support, and incident response. The Report of the Workshop to Promote 
Safety in Field Sciences, generated by COL and California State University Desert Studies, summarizes a 
range of recommendations to provide safe and inclusive field environments for people of all 
backgrounds and identities, including the suggestion that federal funding entities support and 
incentivize Principal Investigators to ensure safe and inclusive field environments by making a safety 
plan a mandatory, reviewed component of proposals (recommendations 2.2 and 3.1 in the report linked 
above). So, COL applauds NSF for the proposed revision to its Proposal and Award Policies and 
Procedures Guide to include the requirement, for proposals supporting field work, for a Plan for Safe 
and Inclusive Field/Vessel/Aircraft Research (PSI-FVAR) as described in Chapter II.C.2.i(ix). 
 
The proposed background and preparation sections of the PSI-FVAR, as outlined in the draft PAPPG, are 
clear and adhere to best practice recommendations. Completing this PSI-FVAR for proposal submission 
will ensure Principal Investigators clearly understand the unique circumstances of their proposed field 
environment, the field participants, and the required policies, processes, and training, for handling 
incidents in the field. We offer below a few suggestions to improve the PSI-FVAR requirement.  
 
First, the guidance calls for Principal Investigators to provide detail regarding the multiple organizations 
that will be involved in the project. These may not be specifically known at time of proposal. For 
example, within ocean science, projects using small fishing vessels, as opposed to vessels in the 
academic fleet, will require some flexibility in this regard. However, the Principal Investigator should 
include a strategy for how multi-institutional challenges will be handled, for example, how agreement 
on safety plans and processes will be reached in advance of field work and how to bring partners to the 
highest level of safety and inclusivity. A plan is only as good as the institution with the most lenient 
policies.  
 
The need for accountability could be stronger in the proposed outline. In PSI-FVAR section 2, Principal 
Investigators should identify those accountable for properly handling and reporting incidents in the field 
and for ensuring consequences for any individual found to have engaged in misconduct or unethical or 
disrespectful behavior per NSF’s stated expectations. Will Principal Investigators be required to report 
on their success or lessons learned in funded project reports? How will NSF hold Principal Investigators 
(and others) accountable for following the PSI-FVAR? If these field safety and inclusivity plans are to be 
taken seriously, it will be critical that projects demonstrate adherence to their PSI-FVAR in the first 
annual progress report. 



 
 
Finally, we would ask if each of the NSF Directorates and Divisions that fund field research have 
developed their review criteria for these PSI-FVAR. These will be new to reviewers, and, thus, they will 
need resources for evaluating that a plan has been well thought out. The above referenced report 
includes a pre-expedition checklist focused on safety that can serve as a guide for both Principal 
Investigators and reviewers in developing and evaluating the PSI-FVAR. A version of this checklist, 
tailored for ocean (vessel-based) science is in development, which will be peer-reviewed and published 
on a timeline that aligns with the effective date of the revised PAPPG. 
 
While these questions and suggestions are important and will strengthen the proposed collection of 
information, overall, the PSI-FVAR is an excellent step forward for NSF and the science community. We 
believe that the agency’s estimate of the additional paperwork’s burden is accurate, and moreover, we 
wish to reiterate the positive impacts that mandated safety plans will have.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to the draft PAPPG revisions. Again, we commend the 
NSF on the important addition of the PSI-FVAR requirement in proposals for field research. 

Respectfully,  
 

 

Kristen Yarincik 
Vice President and Director, Research and Education 
Consortium for Ocean Leadership 

 
Consortium for Ocean Leadership Members 

 
Alaska Ocean Observing System • Alaska SeaLife Center • Arctic Research Consortium of the United 
States (ARCUS) • ASV Global, LLC • Bermuda Institute of Ocean Sciences • Bigelow Laboratory for Ocean 
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Island Sea Lab • Duke University • Earth2Ocean • East Carolina University • Esri • Exocetus Autonomous 
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Applied Sciences • Johns Hopkins University Applied Physics Laboratory (JHUAPL) • L-3 MariPro, Inc. • 
Liquid Robotics, Inc. • Louisiana State University • MARACOOS • Marine Technology Society (MTS) • 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology • Monmouth University Urban Coast Institute • Monterey Bay 
Aquarium Research Institute • Mystic Aquarium • National Ocean Industries Association (NOIA) • 
NERACOOS • New England Aquarium • North Carolina State University • North Pacific Research Board • 
Nova Southeastern University • Ocean Aero, Inc. • Old Dominion University • Oregon State University • 
Pennsylvania State University • Rutgers University • Saildrone • Savannah State University • Schmidt 
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Production Company • Skidaway Institute of Oceanography of the University of Georgia • Sonardyne, 
Inc. • South Carolina Sea Grant Consortium • Southeastern Universities Research Association (SURA) • 
Stanford University • Stony Brook University • Texas A&M University • ThayerMahan • U.S. Arctic 
Research Commission • U.S. Naval Postgraduate School • University of Alaska Fairbanks • University of 
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University of California, Santa Cruz • University of Delaware • University of Florida • University of Hawaii 
• University of Maine • University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science • University of 
Massachusetts, Dartmouth • University of Miami • University of New Hampshire • University of North 
Carolina, Chapel Hill • University of North Carolina, Wilmington • University of Rhode Island • University 
of South Florida • University of Southern Mississippi  • University of Texas at Austin • University of 
Washington • University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee School of Freshwater Sciences • Vulcan, Inc. • Woods 
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