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Ariel Femandez, Professor & Sendoe Investigaior
Indiana University School of [nfornation

LU. Medice! Eckool

TI4N. Serate Aveoue, Suite 230

Incianapolis, IN, 46202

Dear Ariel,

We are wriing in suppan of your propesal to the NIH ttked “Proicin packing deficts
ms fanctiorn] markers and drag targeis™ which is to be sobaizied by November 1,
2004 (revision o application |RD] GMOT2614-01), We frel that this research has the
potential 1o impact how pharmacestical urpet saesument |5 performed  Today, many
phaernaceutical projects fil in late phese clincal trials sfter lurge imedments have
insem made. Wi hope that the techrical approsches described in this proposs] bave
the poteriial b belp reduce this faile ralc by uderstanding the interaction of
jproteln wargers woth an associated therapeutic ageat.

The potestial research collsborution between IUPUT and Lilly would invelve the
selection and experimentsl validation of families of profeins using the febyidrnn and
other cancepes as described nder aien 8 of your propossl. This validaeion would
ocoLr o combiaation of ir-sifice das mining snd experimental mechods. The ie-
sifics eining could ke advantage of the extensive Lilly dutebase of protciietigand
binding dass and protein-Hgand s-my crvstaliographic dita. In scloctsd cases of
msibual interest, new expeninuental dita would be genersied e supplemeat the fn-sifico
datameening  The nbove-mentioned suppont for this praject is condtional Jpon an
official reseasch igroément o be négotiied between (UPULTL and Bh Lilly ard
Company.

Siocerely,

ngwers That Mattar.
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Nih grant letter of support example. Nih letter of support format.

Information on other active and pending support may be requested (often as part of Just-in-Time procedures for grant applications or in progress reports) to ensure there is no scientific, budgetary, or commitment overlap.
“Other Support” is sometimes referred to as “current and pending support” or “active and pending support.” Find instructions, blank format pages, and sample Other Support documents below. Other Support includes all resources made available to a researcher in support of and/or related to all of their research endeavors, regardless of whether or

not they have monetary value and regardless of whether they are based at the institution the researcher identifies for the current grant.
This includes but is not limited to: Resources and/or financial support from all foreign and domestic entities, that are available to the researcher. This includes but is not limited to, financial support for laboratory personnel, and provision of high-value materials that are not freely available (e.g., biologics, chemical, model systems, technology, etc.).
Institutional resources, such as core facilities or shared equipment that are made broadly available, should not be included in Other Support, but rather listed under Facilities and Other Resources. Consulting agreements, when the PD/PI or other senior/key personnel will be conducting research as part of the consulting activities.
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Non-research consulting activities are not Other Support. In-kind contributions, e.g. office/laboratory space, equipment, supplies, or employees or students supported by an outside source. If the time commitment or dollar value of the in-kind contribution is not readily ascertainable, the recipient must provide reasonable estimates.

Other support does not include training awards, prizes, or gifts. Gifts are resources provided where there is no expectation of anything (e.g. time, services, specific research activities, money, etc.) in return. An item or service given with the expectation of an associated time commitment is not a gift and is instead an in-kind contribution and must be
reported as such. Other Support information is requested for: All senior/key personnel, excluding consultants, in progress reports when there has been a change in active other support, except Program Directors, training faculty, and other individuals involved in the oversight of training grants Updated Requirements for Recipients (NOT-OD-21-073):
Effective January 25, 2022, NIH requires the following: Supporting documentation, which includes copies of contracts/agreements specific to senior/key-personnel foreign appointments and/or employment with a foreign institution for all foreign activities and resources that are reported in Other Support. If the contracts/agreements are not in English,
recipients must provide translated copies. Immediate notification of undisclosed Other Support. When a recipient organization discovers that a PI or other Senior/Key personnel on an active NIH grant failed to disclose Other Support information outside of Just-in-Time or the RPPR, as applicable, the recipient must submit updated Other Support to
the Grants Management Specialist named in the Notice of Award as soon as it becomes known. Additional information on Other Support can be found in the Grants Policy Statement. Your application should include letters of support from your institution, key personnel, collaborators, and other significant contributors.

ﬂﬁ'c MWSC

Ther reirnctured NIH grasi propocs]l spplicstion: Resarch siraegy bn 12 pages?

Catherine M. Wernetic. PRIY

Al NTE gran proposal applications will require the uss of scw Foams and instroctiom for grants submmiod afice
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Relevant letters of support will assure your peer reviewers that your collaborations and institutional commitments are on the right track.
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go: Frances Colling, Drectos, NIH

What To Include The letter text should demonstrate the commitment of your institution and contributors. Summarize the agreements you have in place to support your project. Familiarize yourself with the recommendations given in the SF 424 Letters of Support instructions. In multi-component applications, you may include letters of support in the
overall component, other components, or both unless stated otherwise in the notice of funding opportunity (NOFO). You may also be instructed to begin the Letters of Support attachment with a table of letter authors, their institutions, and the type of each letter (e.g., institutional commitment). Specifics for Collaborator Letters When you request a
letter of support, consider providing your collaborator a summary of your agreement as a convenient starting point. Discuss with them what information you think needs to be included. The letters of support should clearly describe what type of support your collaborators will provide (e.g., reagents, animals, human samples, technology). Make sure to
indicate whether the support is available to anyone on request or if your collaborator will provide it to only you. Our staff consider the latter point as they determine who may review your application without conflict. Note that this letter is not the same document as your formal written agreement with the collaborator. Do not include the text of the
formal agreement itself with your letters of support or your application. The formal agreement is for your benefit. NIH does not request, use, or need a copy of it. Learn more about Using Subawards. Don’t Send Too Many Letters of Support Include the letters as described in the NOFO’s instructions, but don’t assume that even more letters would be
better. We strongly advise against collecting letters of support solely as endorsements of your reputation, expertise, or research plans. In some cases, applicants have provided over a thousand letters of support. Large quantities of letters pose a significant burden on peer reviewers as they try to determine which are truly relevant to the project.
Unnecessary letters can also limit the pool of experts who are allowed to review your application. Due to potential conflicts of interest, anyone who writes a letter may not review your application. You might unintentionally eliminate the scientists who could have been your best supporters on the review panel. More Information Find our central list of
Types of Letters for Grant Applications.

Some types of programs, such as fellowships and some career development awards, require the submission of reference letters by the referee. Referees must submit these letters by the application deadline in order to be considered with the application. Applications that have fewer than the required numbers of reference letters will not be reviewed.
Each funding opportunity will indicate whether Reference Letters are required and, if so, how many. A reference letter is not the same as a letter of support. See Reference Letters vs. Letters of Support: What’s the Difference? At least three, but no more than five, reference letters are required. The letters should be from individuals not directly
involved in the application, but who are familiar with the fellow/candidate's qualifications, training, and interests. Note that for postdoctoral grant applications that require submission of reference letters, a letter from the fellow/candidate's predoctoral thesis advisor is not required. The sponsor/co-sponsor(s) of the application cannot be counted
toward the three required references. Resubmission applications do not need to use the same list of referees but do require new reference letters from all referees chosen. Make sure you include a list of referees (including name, departmental affiliation, and institution) in the cover letter of the application so NIH staff is aware of planned reference
letter submissions. Fellows/candidates should provide their referees with the appropriate instructions. Remember to include your name as it is shown in your Commons account, your eRA Commons username, and the number of the funding opportunity (e.g., PA-21-048) to which you are applying. Referees must submit letters directly to the eRA
Commons at: Referees must submit reference letters through the eRA Commons by the application due date. Note: Referees DO NOT need need to login to eRA Commons to submit their letters. Referees must provide the following information with their reference letter: PI's (fellow/candidate’s) eRA Commons username. PI’s first and last name as they
appear on the PI's eRA Commons account. Number of the funding opportunity (e.g., PA-21-048) to which you are applying. Referees and the fellow/candidate receive confirmation emails from eRA Commons upon reference letter submission. The confirmation sent to a referee includes the mentee and applicant’s names, a confirmation number, and the
date the letter was submitted. The confirmation sent to a fellow/candidate includes the referee’s name and the date the letter was submitted. The eRA Commons links the reference letter up with the application based on eRA Commons username and funding opportunity number.

The fellow/candidate is responsible for reviewing the status of submitted reference letters and contacting referees to ensure that letters are submitted by the due date. The fellow/candidate may check the status of submitted letters by logging into their Commons account and accessing the “check status” screen for this application. While the
fellow/candidate is able to check on the status of the submitted letters, the letters are confidential and the fellow/candidate will not have access to the letters themselves. Contact the eRA Service Desk if you need assistance submitting your reference letter.



