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MEMORANDUM
& .
DATE: September 23,

__ FROM: ¥ ' 3 St1gat ions Section

THRU: p Asgistant Counsel to the IG

SUBJECT: Closeout Memorand

TO: Case No. I92060015
In June 1992, we received anonymous allegations involving the

possible misuse of NSF funds; specifically, NSF grant money for
' poeing diverted from I

addition, there were questions abou

yszasj commingling of
research funds because of conflictg of i st involving theF
A and was alleged, to have™

ch._argeg.“ inflated prices fgpr a piece of called
E SN vas developed by a 1 .
Department Professor, , then refined and marketed by
‘— and Othe=_ Jlf professors, consulted for ‘
By reviewing NSF funding history for “ and we
determined that NSF might have duplicately funded work relating to
'ﬁ We also found that gjjiijghad received SBIR awards from NSF
an related to F During a technical review of the
proposals submitted by both § and the department,
we concluded that, while the" proposals deal wi ne parallel

programming language, each proposal deals with a different aspect
of the applicat:i_on of '-to a specific programming language.

lGrant No. ||




Therefore, there was no duplication of funding by NSF and {§}. Wwe

have determined that Dr. them
P policy dealing with outsi ‘

Department may have violate
employment.

During the course of our review, we determined that there is a very
close relationship between {jjjili§and the department.
However, we have been unable to identify any misuse 'of NSF grant
money. At our request, §Jll conducted an inventory review of the
m Department equipment and the Department
: as able to ount for all F funded eqggipment. also sent
.copies of all licensing agreements betwgen an . We

"~ concluded that the specific allegations, dealing with the illegal
- -transfer —of —NSFgrant—money to M) and_ the__location of e —
workstations' at @i} probably related to the exchange by o

computer equipment for software licenses..

A panel considered potential conflicts of interest betweenliigp
and the epartment in relation to an exchange of
software licenses for ” The panel determined
that a policy was essary to ensure the careful negotiation
and independent review of complex transactions. However, the panel
drew«en0Q .conclusions- regarding the propriety .of the transaction
because it was unable to clearlymgletermine the value of the items
exchanged. ’

. - e
I see no basis for further review. This case is hereby closed.
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