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Funding Opportunity: Gulf Offshore Legacy Oil and Gas Infrastructure- Orphaned Wells
The National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine’s Gulf Research Program (GRP) is committed to enhancing the safety throughout the lifecycle of offshore energy production in and along the Gulf of America. Through this new funding opportunity, the GRP aims to improve understanding and develop solutions for agencies and decision-makers across the Gulf region to address challenges associated with abandoned oil and gas infrastructure, particularly in State, Coastal, and/or Bay waters. 
The GRP is seeking applications for research projects that will improve regional understanding of orphaned and idled wells[footnoteRef:1] in State, Coastal, and/or Bay waters of the Gulf Coast. In particular, the GRP is seeking to support research projects that contribute to the following objectives: 1) develop mapping and risk-assessment tools to identify and visualize well locations as well as evaluate risks (e.g., navigational, environmental, public health) posed by such structures due to changing environmental conditions (e.g., sea level rise) and 2) develop decision-support tools based on cross-state analyses of how different states manage such structures. Applicants may propose work in one of three focus areas: 1) Mapping and Risk-Assessment in Louisiana, 2) Mapping and Risk Assessment in Texas, and 3) Cross-State Policy Analysis Decision-Support Tools. This funding opportunity will align grantees with other GRP efforts focused on legacy offshore oil and gas infrastructure, sea level variation and rise, and/or other fitting programs.  [1:  As defined by the Interstate Oil and Gas Compact Commission, idled wells are wells that are not producing, injecting, or otherwise being used for their intended purpose. Orphaned wells are idled wells for which the operator is unknown or insolvent.

Interstate Oil and Gas Compact Commission, 2019. Idle and Orphan Oil and Gas Wells: State and Provincial Regulatory Strategies] 

A total of up to $6 million is available for this funding opportunity. Funding will be awarded to support projects of up to 42 months in duration. The number of awards made will depend on the quantity, quality, and budgets of the applications received. Applications must propose budgets that are commensurate with the scope and scale of the work described. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105616][bookmark: _Toc224034605]Key Dates
· March 16, 2026: Online Notice of Intent (NOI) submission opens
· April 13, 2026: Funding Opportunity Question and Answer Session
· May 1, 2026: Deadline for submissions of NOI due by 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time
· May 4, 2026: Online Full Proposal submission opens (only to Applicants who submitted a NOI)
· May 29, 2026: Deadline for submissions of applications due by 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time
· September 2026: Award selection and notification
· November 2026: Anticipated funding start date
· Online submission website: https://gulfresearchprogram.smapply.io/
[bookmark: _Toc219105617][bookmark: _Toc224034606]Award Information
· Total funding available: Up to $6 million
· Award duration: Grants will be awarded to support projects up to 42 months in duration.
· Estimated number of awards: To be determined. The budget request of any application should not exceed the total amount available and should be commensurate with the scope of the work proposed. Resources made available for any successful application will depend on its merits and budget proposed, including justification. The Gulf Research Program (GRP) reserves the right to select for negotiation all, some, one, or none of the applications received in response to this solicitation. 
· Award notification: September 2026
[bookmark: _Toc219105618][bookmark: _Toc224034607]Purpose
Orphaned oil and gas wells represent a growing environmental and economic liability across the United States. Orphaned wells no longer produce and lack a legally or financially responsible party, and they can leak methane, contaminate groundwater, or pose physical safety hazards to nearby communities (Kang et al., 2023). These wells present risks to environmental protection as well as public health. Decision-support and visualization tools can guide management of these wells and support reducing or limiting these risks. 
Oil and gas wells become orphaned for several reasons including market volatility, declining production, and bankruptcy. For instance, as commodity prices fluctuate, marginal wells may become economically unviable, leading operators to suspend production or abandon wells altogether. In some cases, regulatory gaps have allowed oil and gas companies to walk away from wells without sufficient financial assurances to ensure proper decommissioning. As a result, the responsibility for addressing these wells often falls to government and taxpayers (Layton and Sprong, 2022). 
Policies for managing orphaned oil and gas wells vary by state. States have different definitions of orphaned wells, bonding and financial assurance requirements, enforcement authority, data tracking systems, and capacity to fund plugging and remediation activities. Some states maintain comprehensive well inventories and dedicated plugging programs, while others face limited staffing, funding shortfalls, or incomplete records of historical wells. These policy differences have led to varying management across state lines, complicating efforts to address the challenge at a regional or national scale (Interstate Oil and Gas Compact Commission, 2023; National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, 2024). 
[bookmark: _Toc219105620]The Gulf Coast region faces unique challenges associated with orphaned wells due to its long history of energy development and its unique environmental conditions. Thousands of legacy wells are scattered across coastal plains, wetlands, offshore, and nearshore areas (Agerton et al., 2023; Kang et al., 2023). Many of these legacy wells were drilled decades ago under different regulatory requirements and regulations. The Gulf Coast’s high water tables, soft soils, and corrosive saltwater environments can accelerate well degradation, increasing the probability of leaks and structural failures for regional legacy wells in the offshore and nearshore. Hurricanes, flooding, and land subsidence further exacerbate these risks, potentially exposing previously buried wells or damaging existing well infrastructure. 

[bookmark: _Toc224034608]Objectives
This funding opportunity seeks to advance the understanding of the status and location of orphaned and non-orphaned wells in State, Coastal, and/or Bay Waters of the Gulf Coast. 
This funding opportunity will support projects within the GRP’s focus region. Proposals must address at least one of the three focus areas listed below.
[bookmark: _Toc224034609]Focus Areas
1) Mapping and Risk Assessment in Louisiana:
a. Develop geospatial mapping tools and data platforms to identify, characterize, and visualize the location, distribution, and density of orphaned and non-orphaned oil and gas wells across Gulf coastal and offshore environments, leveraging artificial intelligence, remote sensing, or other advanced analytical methods.
b. Develop risk assessment models and/or decision support tools that evaluate the likely outcomes under general conditions of time-related aging and/or projected sea level rise, coastal erosion, and other climate-related hazards, with emphasis on future exposure and impact. 
2) Mapping and Risk Assessment in Texas: 
a. Develop geospatial mapping tools and data platforms to identify, characterize, and visualize the location, distribution, and density of orphaned and non-orphaned oil and gas wells across Gulf coastal and offshore environments, leveraging artificial intelligence, remote sensing, and other advanced analytical methods.
b. Develop risk assessment models and/or decision support tools that evaluate the likely outcomes under general conditions of time-related aging and/or projected sea level rise, coastal erosion, and other climate-related hazards, with emphasis on future exposure and impact. 
3) Cross-State Policy Analysis Decision-Support Tools
a. Develop decision-support tools and other relevant products informed by cross-state analyses of regulatory frameworks and management practices governing orphaned and non-orphaned oil and gas well management. 
[bookmark: _Toc224034610]Short and Medium-Term Outcomes
Projects supported under this funding opportunity are expected to produce results that lead to the following short and medium-term outcomes. 
· Improved identification and characterization of orphaned and non-orphaned oil and gas wells, particularly in coastal and offshore environments, to support state and coastal planning, prioritization, and oversight activities. 
· State and coastal managers use screening-level assessments of wells to projected sea level rise, coastal erosion, storm surge, flooding, and land subsidence to inform planning, risk prioritization, and resource allocation.
· Decision-support tools co-developed with end-users are applied in practice to address defined management or policy questions related to orphaned and non-orphaned wells. 
· Improved understanding of how regulatory frameworks, bonding requirements, enforcement mechanisms, and data practices influence orphaned well outcomes, informed by cross-state analyses.
· Increased technical and analytical capacity within state agencies and partner organizations enables sustained use of well data and incorporation of future environmental and hazard variability into routine decision-making.
[bookmark: _Toc224034611]Long-Term Outcomes
Projects supported under this funding opportunity are expected to produce results that lead to the following long-term outcomes. 
· Methods, tools, analytical approaches that are transferable and adaptable, enabling broader application by other states, regions, or federal programs. 
· Existing state processes for prioritizing, planning, and managing orphaned and non-orphaned wells are strengthened over time through improved data quality, analytical tools, and decision-support products.
[bookmark: _Toc224034612]What We Are Looking For
To be considered responsive to this RFA, applications must involve the following:
· Clearly describe how the proposed project addresses at least one of the three objectives.
· Clearly articulate how the project results and/or outputs will be useful to intended end-users either now or in the future to advance related decision-making or management actions. 
· For the purpose of this RFA, an end-user is defined as an entity that manages or uses information on orphaned and non-orphaned oil and gas wells for environmental management or other decision-making purposes. 
· Clearly describe how the proposed work will contribute to the efforts of state and local governments and/or environmental resource managers.
· Include key personnel affiliated with research institutions in the U.S. Gulf region.
· Projects must result in actionable outcomes and benefits to end-users:
· Projects must strive for quality and specificity over quantity and breadth in selecting use-cases and end-users. One to two explicit primary use-cases and end-users are expected rather than an extensive list of hypothetical use-cases and end-users. End-users are expected to be partners in co-design and co-production of projects and results. 
[bookmark: _Toc224034613]Project Structure
Applications for this funding opportunity have two stages with different required components: 1) a Notice of Intent (NOI) and 2) a Full Proposal. Project Directors are advised to review the application preparation and submission instructions and Merit Review Criteria carefully and submit any questions to gulfgrants@nas.edu well in advance of the submission deadlines. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105623][bookmark: _Toc224034614]Project Evaluation
All grantees are expected to cooperate fully with the evaluation process by providing timely access to relevant data, stakeholders, and documentation. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105624][bookmark: _Toc224034615]Eligibility
Eligible applicants are limited to institutions of higher education. Federal agencies, for-profit organizations, foreign institutions, and individuals are not eligible to apply or receive funding; however, they may participate as project partners. The applying organization will be referred to as the “applicant” hereafter. The individual who will lead the proposed project will be referred to as “Project Director” hereafter. All eligible applicants must have a valid federal tax ID number in order to apply. 
The Program will not consider funding:
· Applications for political lobbying or advocacy activities.
Project Directors usually initiate applications that are officially submitted by their employing organizations (the applicant). When initiating an application, the Project Director typically is responsible for ensuring the application meets all the requirements outlined by the Gulf Research Program as well as any requirements set by the employing organizations. 
The Gulf Research Program requires individuals named as Project Directors or Key Personnel in an application to adhere to the following:
· An individual may be proposed as Project Director in only one application. If an individual is proposed as Project Director in any application, they may also be proposed as Key Personnel in up to two additional applications.
· An individual not proposed as Project Director in any application may be named as Key Personnel in up to three applications.
· It is the responsibility of each individual being named as Project Director or Key Personnel in any application to ensure that they are not named in more than three total applications. 
· This funding opportunity is for distinct activities only. Proposed activities that are part of an existing effort, program, or project may only be eligible if the application clearly demonstrates that the funding request is for distinct activities that would not otherwise occur. 
To best serve the residents of the region, the GRP aims to limit the overhead charges. As such, overhead charges for this funding opportunity cannot exceed 20%. This limit also applies to subawardee budgets.
[bookmark: _Toc219105625][bookmark: _Toc224034616]Application Submission
Applicants can apply for this funding opportunity via the online application system. Applications submitted by other means (e.g., mail, fax, or email) will not be considered. Application materials must be submitted in English.
Project directors should review the application preparation and submission instructions and submit any questions to gulfgrants@nas.edu prior to the submission deadlines. The Gulf Research Program strives to respond to applicants' questions within two business days but cannot guarantee that applicants' questions will be answered before submission deadlines. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105626][bookmark: _Toc224034617]Application Guidelines
[bookmark: _Toc219105627][bookmark: _Toc224034618]Notice of Intent
A Notice of Intent (NOI) is required for this funding opportunity and must be submitted via the online application system by May 1, 2026, at 5:00 p.m. E.T. 
The purpose of submitting a Notice of Intent is to inform GRP of the number of anticipated applications and to assist with the recruitment of peer reviewers. Notices of Intent will not be used for the assessment of relevance or scientific merit and specific feedback will not be given. The Applicant may update and revise project information and Key Personnel in the Full Proposal, except for the Applicant.
The NOI must include the following elements:
1. Contact Information
a. Applicant (Applying Organization)
b. Project Director (including ORCID)
c. Authorized Organizational Representative (AOR)
d. Grant Administrator (if different from AOR)
e. Optional Information
i. Suggestions for reviewers: The suggestions may be considered for the peer review of Full Proposals, but the selection of reviewers is the responsibility of the GRP.
ii. How did you hear about this funding opportunity?
iii. Demographic information
2. Eligibility Information
3. Project Information
a. Project Title (maximum 15 words)
b. Project Acronym (if applicable)
c. Project Key Words (maximum 5 key words)
d. Project Summary (up to 1,000 words) including:
i. Basic project background/context
ii. General project plan and main goals/objectives
iii. Anticipated outputs and outcomes
[bookmark: _Toc219105628][bookmark: _Toc224034619]Full Proposal
Proposals must be submitted via the online application system by May 29, 2026, at 5:00 p.m. E.T. The online form for submission of a Full Proposal will be available on May 4, 2026, exclusively to applicants who have submitted a NOI. 
Conformance of proposals to instructions provided is required and will be strictly enforced. The GRP may reject, without review, any applications with required attachments that are missing requested information or that are not consistent with the instructions outlined. The GRP may also reject inclusion of any optional attachments in the review process if the attachments are not consistent with the instructions outlined. 
The information provided in the NOI is non-binding. At the full proposal stage, you have the opportunity to change or update project information, however, you may not change the Applicant (i.e., applying organization). 
The Full Proposal must include the following elements: 
1. Project Team:
a. Project Director
b. ORCID (Open Research and Contributor ID)
c. Key Personnel
d. Involvement of Project Director or Key Personnel in other applications
2. Project Details:
a. Project Title (maximum 15 words). The title should clearly represent the project and help articulate the importance and goals of the project to a non-technical reader. Titles serve as the primary reference for projects. The titles of awarded projects will be announced publicly and should not sacrifice clarity for novelty.
b. Project Acronym (if applicable)
c. Project Key Words (maximum 5 words). Please highlight key features of your application that make it unique. 
d. Project Summary (maximum 250 words). The project summary should be an overview of the proposed project written in the third person, informative to other people working in the same or related fields, and, to the extent possible, understandable to a scientifically or technically literate lay reader. It should include:
i. The problem, context, and what the project aims to achieve; 
ii. The general approach to address the problem; 
iii. How the project results and/or outputs will advance understanding of orphaned and idled wells in Gulf State, Coastal and/or Bay waters.
e. Project Timeline (as a PDF Gantt chart showing key project activities or events, including tasks, milestones, outputs, and/or deliverables.)
f. Project Description (maximum 5,000 words). Provide a clear statement of the work to be undertaken and a plan for implementation. It should address the following:
i. The Problem/Background: The context for the research question, issue, and/or gap to be addressed and the current state of knowledge on the issue.
ii. Goal and Objectives: The overall goal of the project and its specific SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant, Time-Oriented) objectives.
iii. Project Approach, Methodology, and Implementation: Details about the proposed activities to be undertaken and methods, tools, and analyses that will be employed to carry out the project, along with an explanation of how these are appropriate for accomplishing the specific aims of the project.
iv. Implementation Plan: A clear description/plan for implementation that demonstrates the feasibility of the activities to be undertaken, including explanations of the feasibility of access to specific data sets, people, or settings required to successfully implement the project and the mechanism to assess success.
v. Anticipated Outputs and Outcomes: Detailed outputs and outcomes including tools and other information products as well as their benefits to specific end-users.
vi. Key Personnels’ Role: A description of each Key Personnel’s role, including the Project Director. 
g. Outputs and End-Users (maximum 500 words). Describe how the research addresses end-users’ needs and how end-users will use the outputs of the project. 
h. References Cited
3. Risk Matrix. A structured table (as a PDF) indicating key risks or roadblocks associated with work described in the Project Details. The matrix should include key information such as a clear description of the risk or roadblock (e.g., data access or availability), the impact the risk or roadblock may have on the success of the proposed work, a mitigation strategy describing actions to reduce the impact of the risk or roadblock, and a contingency plan describing actions the project team will undertake if the risk or roadblock is encountered.
4. Facilities, Equipment, and Other Resources (maximum 500 words). This section of the proposal will be used to assess the adequacy of the resources available to perform the proposed project. Include an aggregated description of the internal and external resources (both physical and personnel) that the organization and its collaborators will provide to the project, should it be funded. The description should be narrative in nature and must not include any quantifiable financial information. Although these resources are not considered cost-sharing, the GRP expects that the resources identified in the Facilities, Equipment, and Other Resources section will be provided, or made available, should the proposal be funded. In particular, please discuss the computation and storage needs of the project and the plan for managing these resources, including potential uncertainties. 
a. Research Involving Human Subjects (if applicable).
5. Project Budget:
a. Total Budget Requested
b. Budget Justification Please submit a budget justification. A sample budget justification is provided (maximum 2,000 words). 
c. Budget Form. Download and complete this form through the online application portal to provide information on the proposed budget. Budget request should be developed commensurate with the support needed to achieve the project goals.
i. Sub-Award to FFRDCs and UARCs (if applicable). The FFRDC(s) and/or UARC(s) named as sub-awardees in the Full Proposal must have the authority to obtain funding for work outside of the relevant federal sponsor contract and not be proposing to do work that it is otherwise doing under the federal sponsor contract.
6. Other Attachments
a. Data Management Plan: Describe how project data will be collected, managed, stored, protected, and made accessible throughout the lifetime of the project. Certain exceptions apply for evaluation data and projects whose main goal is education.  Please refer to the GRP’s Data Management Policy for explicit instructions on developing the project’s Data Management Plan.  (Maximum 1,500 words)
b. Resumes: Resumes are required for the Project Director and every individual identified as a Project Team member. Resumes may not exceed two pages per person. All resumes should be combined and uploaded as a single PDF document. Do not include resumes for individuals not named as a Project Director or Project Team member.
c. Collaborators and Other Affiliations Form: The purpose of this form is to help the GRP eliminate potential conflicts of interest during reviewer recruitment. Download the Collaborators and Other Affiliations form and complete it to provide information on the following:
i. All persons (including their current organizational affiliations) who are currently, or who have been collaborators (i.e. an individual with whom you work closely to co-design or conduct a project) or co-authors with the individual on a project, book, article, report, abstract, or paper during the 48 months preceding the submission of the application.
ii. The individual’s own graduate and postdoctoral advisor(s) and their current organizational affiliations.
iii. A list of your past and current advisees (including their current organizational affiliations).
iv. If an individual does not have any collaborators or other affiliations pertaining to the above situations, that must be indicated within the section of the form for that individual. It is the responsibility of the Project Director to ensure that the Key Personnel listed in the “Project Personnel” section are correct and match those listed in the Collaborators and Other Affiliations Form. 
d. Current and Pending Support Form: Download the Current and Pending Support from Other Sources form. Applicants must provide information on the current and pending support of the Project Director, and other Project Team members, if applicable, and upload it to the online application system. The form calls for required information on current and pending support for ongoing projects and applications. All current project support from whatever source (e.g., federal, state, local or foreign government agencies, public or private foundations, industrial or other commercial organizations) must be listed. The proposed project and all other projects or activities requiring a portion of time of the project personnel and other senior personnel must be included, even if they receive no salary support from the project(s). The total award amount for the entire award period covered (including indirect costs) must be shown as well as the number of person-months per year to be devoted to the project, regardless of source of support.
7. Optional Attachments:
a. Equations and Visual Elements: The text box for the “Project Description” does not support equations or visual elements (e.g., figures, tables, images, maps). Applicants may upload a single PDF document with 1) a one-page list of equations and 2) up to five visual elements, each on one page, to support the information included in the project description. Visual elements must be labeled sequentially (e.g., Figure 1, Table1). The total number of pages of visual elements in the PDF may not exceed five pages. Only equations and visual elements can be included in this attachment and only information that is directly relevant to the equations or visual elements included (e.g., figure legends) is acceptable. Attempts to use this attachment to provide any information beyond this stated purpose may result in removal of the attachment from the review process.
b. Letters of Commitment: Applicants may upload a PDF document with letters of commitment from collaborators or organizations/individuals anticipated to inform or participate in the project in a substantial way. Each letter of commitment should be brief and no longer than one page. Letters of commitment must not include itemized budgets or other information that is required in other sections of the application. All letters of commitment should be combined into a single PDF document before uploading as an attachment.
The National Academies must remain in compliance with federal guidance as it evolves. Given this, we advise applicants to ensure their applications align with applicable executive orders, review criteria, and focus on presenting a strong and well-supported proposal.
[bookmark: _Toc219105629][bookmark: _Toc224034620]Proposal Review and Selection
All complete applications will be provided to external reviewers who will constitute a review panel for evaluation that is based on the Merit Review Criteria. The review panel will discuss the merits of each application and score applications. The GRP will make reasonable efforts to develop a review panel in which external reviewers are not affiliated with institutions that submitted applications. Any external reviewer with any conflict(s) of interest will be recused from reviewing or participating in any discussion of any application(s) with which they have a conflict of interest. Program staff will examine the applications and prepare a grant-funding plan taking into consideration the review panel’s ranking of the applications, summaries from the panel discussion, the program’s funding availability, and the program’s portfolio, objectives, and goals. The final decision for funding of projects will be made by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. 
All complete applications will be reviewed by an external review panel and evaluated using the Merit Review Criteria.
[bookmark: _Merit_Review_Criteria][bookmark: _Toc219105630][bookmark: _Toc224034621]Merit Review Criteria
It is important that all applications clearly describe how the anticipated outputs and outcomes are appropriately aligned to the goals of the proposed project. 
All complete applications will be evaluated on the basis of the Merit Review Criteria below. Applicants should consider the application Guidelines as well as Merit Review Criteria in the development of their application. Reviewers may raise additional issues that are not covered by the bullets under each criterion. 
Relevance (40%)
· Does the proposal appropriately and clearly address at least one focus area?
· Does the proposal focus on Gulf coastal, bay and/or offshore environments?
· Does the proposal clearly articulate an effective and appropriate approach to developing mapping, risk assessment, decision-support, and/or other appropriate tools?
· Does the proposal articulate how the proposed project team will contribute to the efforts of state and local governments and/or environmental resource managers?
· Does the proposal clearly address how the proposed project results and/or outputs will be useful to intended end-users either now or in the future for planning or implementing hazard preparedness, environmental management, or decision-making purposes?
· Does the proposal include letters of commitment or partnerships with intended end-users?
· Does the project team include Key Personnel from research institutions in the U.S. Gulf region?
Technical and Scientific Merit (40%)
· Is there evidence that the proposed project team understands the current state of knowledge of the issue(s) to be addressed?
· Does the proposed project demonstrate a scientifically and/or technically valid and appropriate overall approach, strategy, methodology, and analyses to accomplish the specific aims of the project?
· Is the implementation plan of proposed activities well-reasoned, well-organized, and based on a sound rationale?
· Is the timeline of the proposed work reasonable and feasible?
· Is the budget commensurate with the proposed work?
· Does the proposal include a Data Management Plan that is appropriate for the scope of work and in line with GRP policy?
Project Personnel and Organizational Support (20%)
· Relative to the stage of career, how well qualified are the Project Director and Key Personnel to conduct the proposed activities?
· Are the disciplines and perspectives represented by the personnel and institutions appropriate for the scope of the project?
· Does the application demonstrate that the project personnel would have adequate resources (for example, institutional support, equipment, and/or other physical resources) to conduct the proposed project?
[bookmark: _Toc219105631][bookmark: _Toc224034622]Research Involving Human Subjects
All projects involving human subjects must be submitted to an institutional review board (IRB) for review and either receive IRB approval or be granted exemption from human subjects’ regulations before an award can be made. Proposers should file their application with their local IRB at the same time the application is submitted to the GRP so that any approval procedure determined as necessary will not delay the award process. An application may be submitted to the GRP prior to receiving IRB approval or being granted exemption; however, if the application is selected for funding, the award will be made conditional upon IRB granting approval or exemption from human subjects’ regulations within 90 days of notice of conditional award. If a proposed project involving human subjects is granted exemption from human subjects’ regulations [see 45 CFR 46.101[b]], the Applicant must provide documentation that an IRB (or the appropriate authority other than the Project Director or Key Personnel) has declared the project exempt from the human subjects’ regulations. Documentation should include the specific category justifying the exemption. Organizations without internal access to an IRB must seek approval or exemption from an independent review board or other appropriate authority. Visit our FAQ for more information about human subjects regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc219105632][bookmark: _Toc224034623]Data Management
All applications must submit a Data Management Plan. Certain exceptions apply for evaluation data and projects whose main goal is education. Please refer to Section 2 of the GRP’s Data Management Policy for the requirements regarding your application. 
Most funded activities produce data. The Federal government defines data in Title 48 of the Code of Federal Regulations {CFR} Section 27.401 as “recorded information, regardless of form or the media on which it may be recorded.” The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) further defines data in Memorandum M-13-13 on Open Data as “structured information” which is to be “contrasted with unstructured information (commonly referred to as “content” such as press releases and fact sheets.” Unstructured information is commonly referred to as information products. 
The GRP currently maintains a contract with GRIIDC, a Gulf science data repository, to help manage and store data and information products produced by recipients of GRP funding. This contract supports the GRP’s goal of making data Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, and Reusable (FAIR), and allows recipients of GRP funding to receive data management training, and to submit data and information products to GRIIDC at no additional cost.  
Please refer to Section 3 of the GRP’s Data Management Policy for specific instructions on how to format your Data Management Plan.
The GRP’s Data Management Policy provide additional information on what must be included in the Data Management Plan submitted as part of an application. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105633][bookmark: _Toc224034624]Making the Award
[bookmark: _Toc219105634][bookmark: _Toc224034625]Selection Notice
The GRP reserves the right to select all, some, one, or none of the applications received in response to this solicitation.
When the evaluation of an application is complete, the project director will be notified that (1) the application has been selected for funding pending contract negotiations, or (2) the application has not been selected. These official notifications will be sent via email to the project director identified on the application. If an application is selected for award, the GRP reserves the right to request additional or clarifying information for any reason deemed necessary, including, but not limited to, indirect cost information or other budget information. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105635][bookmark: _Toc224034626]Award Notice
The GRP transmits award notices to organizations via e-mail. The award is not finalized and the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine is not obligated to provide any funding until a signed copy of the award agreement has been received by the Academies.
[bookmark: _Toc219105636][bookmark: _Toc224034627]Grant Periods
Upon receipt of the award notice, the awardee should note the effective date and the expiration date. The effective date is the date specified in the grant notice on or after which expenditures may be charged to the grant. Charging expenditures to the grant prior to the effective date is prohibited. The expiration date is the date specified in the grant notice after which expenditures may not be charged against the grant except to satisfy obligations to pay allowable project costs committed on or before that date. Once an award is made, the effective date cannot be changed. The expiration date may be changed as a result of approval of a request for a no-cost extension. If approved, the GRP will issue an amendment to the grant. 
If additional time beyond the performance period and the established expiration date is required to assure adequate completion of the original scope of work with the funds already made available, the awardee may apply for a one-time, no-cost extension of up to six months. A formal request must be submitted to the GRP at least 45 days prior to the expiration date of the grant. The request must explain the need for the extension and include an estimate of the unobligated funds remaining and a plan for their use. This one-time extension will not be approved solely for the purpose of using the unliquidated balances. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105637][bookmark: _Toc224034628]Post-Award Management
[bookmark: _Toc224034629][bookmark: _Toc219105638]Collaboration, Community Engagement, and Coordination
Consortium
Grantees will be part of a collaborative consortium that brings together GRP program staff, volunteer members serving on the Legacy Offshore Oil and Gas Infrastructure standing committee, and peers from other funded projects. The consortium will create a space for grantees to share lessons learned, innovative approaches, and strategies to strengthen both their own work and the collective impact of the group. Consortium activities will include regular meetings with GRP staff, other grantees, and members of the standing committee. 
Community of Practice
Through the consortium, grantees will have opportunities to contribute to and benefit from a growing network of peers and experts interested in orphaned oil and gas wells management. This Community of Practice will meet one to two times per year and will provide grantees with a structured opportunity to engage in discussions, reflect on successes and challenges, and learn from peers, including end-users. 
GRP Coordination
After the award is conferred, grantees shall coordinate with the GRP to formally initiate the project. GRP staff will periodically request status meetings during the project implementation phase to discuss progress and any unanticipated developments that may affect the project outcomes as specified in the grant agreement. These status meetings may be inclusive to consortium meetings or may be in addition. These interactions will help ensure successful management of the grant. Further, all grantees are expected to cooperate fully with the evaluation process by providing timely access to relevant data, stakeholders, and documentation.
[bookmark: _Toc224034630]Reporting Requirements
After an award is conferred, the grantee shall provide an annual financial report to the GRP to report on grant expenditures to date under the grant. The grantee shall provide an annual written report to the GRP to report on activities being carried out under the grant, including but not limited to project accomplishments to date and grant expenditures. No later than 60 days after the expiration of the award, the grantee shall provide final financial and written grant reports. The final written grant report shall address the original objectives of the project as identified in the grant application, describe any changes in objectives, describe the final project accomplishments, and include a final project accounting of all grant funds in the final financial report. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105640][bookmark: _Toc224034631]Data Management
Implementation of a Data Management Plan will be monitored through the annual and final report process, as well as through regular communication with the Gulf of Mexico Research Initiative Information and Data Cooperative (GRIIDC). All awardees must set up an account with GRIIDC within three months of the project start date and will be monitored regarding their submission of Dataset Information Forms and final datasets. 
Specific timelines can be found in GRP’s Data Management Policy. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105641][bookmark: _Toc224034632]Scientific Integrity
A fundamental purpose of the GRP is to facilitate the advancement of knowledge and the application of science to address challenges relevant to the GRP’s mission. All activities of the GRP will be conducted to meet the highest standards of scientific integrity. All grantees have a responsibility to use the funds wisely. 
[bookmark: _Toc219105642]
Grant Agreement Terms and Conditions
Please review the Grant Agreement prior to submitting an application. It is the policy of National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine to entertain potential modifications to the Grant Agreement only under the most exceptional circumstances. Rather, successful applicants are strongly encouraged to sign the Grant Agreement as presented.
· View a sample grant agreement if the Applicant is a public institution
· View a sample grant agreement if the Applicant is a private institution
[bookmark: _Toc219105643][bookmark: _Toc224034633]About the NASEM Gulf Research Program
The National Academies’ Gulf Research Program (GRP) is an independent, science-based program founded in 2013 as part of legal settlements with the companies involved in the 2010 Deepwater Horizon disaster. The GRP’s mission is to develop, translate, and apply science to enhance the safety of offshore energy, the environment, and the wellbeing of the people of the Gulf region for generations to come. It supports innovative science, guides data design and monitoring, and builds and sustains networks to generate long-term benefits for the Gulf region and the nation. 
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