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This schedule is subject to change at the discretion of Department of Health (DOH). DOH must be in receipt of all required documents by the due dates and times specified.

	July 27,  2011
	Request for Grant (RGA) Applications published

	September 1, 2011
	Application Workshop

	September 6, 2011
	Questions Deadline 

	September 8, 2011
	DOH Response to Question and Answers 

	September 23, 2011
	Proposal/Application Deadline 

	September 26 – October 11 
	Evaluation Process

	October 12, 2011
	Anticipated Award Notification

	Mid October- November, 2011
	Contract Development with Successful Grant Applicants

	December 2011 – September 30, 2014
	Anticipated Project Implementation 


Contact Information

Communicating with Coordinator:

All communications with the Department of Health in regard to this application shall be directed, in writing, to the RGA Coordinator named in the address below.   

	Department of Health

Office of Contracts and Procurement

PO Box 47905

Olympia, Washington 98504-7905


	Email:
 holly.jones@doh.wa.gov


	Attn: Holly Jones
	Re:
DOH Application # N19073




IMPORTANT:  Any technical questions regarding this Request for Grant Application with any DOH staff other than the Coordinator named above may result in disqualification.
Application workshop:

An application workshop will be held on September 1, 2011 from 1-3 pm at:
Department of Health

Town Center building 2, Room 158
111 Israel Road SE

Tumwater, WA 98501

You may also attend by teleconference:
360-407-3780
Pin: 277360 #

If you plan to attend, please RSVP by e-mail to blake.nelson@doh.wa.gov and specify whether you will attend in person or via teleconference.
Puget Sound Action Agenda:  Ecosystem Restoration and Protection
Pathogen Prevention, Reduction, and Control Grant

Program Information

Purpose
The purpose of this competitive funding opportunity is to develop and carry out comprehensive and sustainable pollution identification and correction (PIC) programs in counties adjacent to Puget Sound.  These programs will coordinate local agencies and organizations to identify and address pathogen and nutrient pollution from a variety of nonpoint sources, including onsite sewage systems, farm animals, pets, sewage from boats, and stormwater runoff.  
The Washington State Department of Health (DOH) and Department of Ecology (Ecology) are managing funds received from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to implement the Puget Sound Action Agenda and coordinate a six year strategy to prevent, reduce, and control pathogens, nutrients and toxics in Puget Sound.  PIC programs implement the Puget Sound Action Agenda which advocates for watershed-based and regionally coordinated adaptive management approaches for controlling and treating pollutants.  This management approach helps attain the Puget Sound Action Agenda pressure reduction targets under development for marine water quality, wastewater, onsite sewage systems, dissolved oxygen, and swimming beaches and makes progress towards four of the twenty Action Agenda dashboard indicators adopted for 2020.   A net gain of harvestable shellfish beds, increases in eelgrass acreage, and improved marine and freshwater quality are primary performance measures for charting progress in Puget Sound.  
To reach these goals, DOH and Ecology are seeking grant applications which describe how counties will establish or enhance the following elements for a sustainable adaptive management program for pathogen and nutrient pollution:

· Monitoring element to identify pollution sources and evaluate management efforts.
· Corrective element able to address a variety of nonpoint sources of pollution through education, technical assistance, incentives, and enforcement. 

· Sustainable funding to maintain long term stability of the program.
Background on EPA Funding for Puget Sound Protection and Restoration
In October 2010, EPA solicited an RFP to implement priority work consistent with the 2020 Action Agenda for the protection and restoration of Puget Sound from applicants that would serve as a Lead Organization (LO) for one of four areas of emphasis. Washington State agencies were selected as LOs, to coordinate six-year efforts to develop and implement strategies in four areas of emphasis:

· Marine and nearshore protection and restoration (LOs – Departments of Fish & Wildlife and Natural Resources);

· Watershed protection and restoration (LOs – Departments of Ecology and Commerce);

· Toxics and nutrients prevention, reduction, and control (LO – Department of Ecology); and

· Pathogen prevention, reduction, and control (LO – Departments of Health and Ecology).

For the first year of the LO strategies, EPA allocated $12 million divided equally among the four areas of emphasis, along with a state match of $12 million. The total funds over the six-year period were proposed to be up to $192 million plus the required state match. The level of funding after the first year is in part dependent on demonstration by the selected LOs to EPA and Congress that funds can be expeditiously and appropriately expended with significant measureable results. Full text of proposals for each area of emphasis can be found on the Puget Sound Partnership website: http://www.psp.wa.gov/EPA_funding_FY10.php. The LO work is being coordinated with EPA and PSP, and will be an important part of the Action Agenda update process.  

In addition, both the Puget Sound Partnership (PSP) and the Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission (NWIFC) have cooperative agreements with EPA. PSP funding is focused on regional engagement and Action Agenda management. NWIFC funding is to provide sub-awards to 19 Federally-recognized Indian Tribes located within the greater Puget Sound Basin, and any authorized consortium of these eligible Tribes, to implement high priority projects identified in the PSP’s Action Agenda, or other existing recovery plans which will contribute directly to the restoration and protection of Puget Sound.
The Puget Sound Partnership’s Leadership Council is in the process of adopting ecosystem recovery targets as a key feature of the 2011 revision of the Action Agenda.  The targets are policy statements that reflect the region’s commitments to recovery by 2020 and are performance measures to guide LO strategies.  
Program Objectives
Grant funds will be used to set up programs to manage pathogen and nutrient pollution with the goal to protect shellfish growing areas, swimming beaches, and water quality in marine areas and freshwater lakes and streams that drain to marine areas that are sensitive to pollution.  Grant funds must be used to establish or enhance the components of a comprehensive, sustainable PIC program.  An effective program will have the following components:
· The ability to reduce or eliminate pathogen and nutrient pollution caused by on-site sewage systems, farm animal waste, pet waste, boat sewage, and rural stormwater.  The capacity to address diverse sources may be accomplished through partnerships.
· An on-going assessment and monitoring program to identify and prioritize problem areas for correction.  A monitoring program should include both targeted monitoring to identify pollution sources and monitoring to assess effectiveness of control efforts to ensure that waters stay clean.  Assessments from other programs can be used to identify and prioritize water quality problems, for instance, the Washington State Water Quality Assessment.
· Corrective action work which includes outreach and education, technical assistance, and incentives such as cost share for the installation of best management practices.  The program includes enforcement as a backstop when other methods don’t fix the problem.  
· A sustainable funding source.  Examples include a property tax assessment, a special improvement district, utility fees, or some other dependable source
.
The primary purpose of the project must be to establish or enhance elements of a sustainable, comprehensive PIC program in order to carry out effective work.  Funds can be used to carry out one or more of the following activities: 
1) Develop a comprehensive, sustainable program plan.  
2) Enhance an existing PIC-like program which addresses non-point pollution sources so that it is more comprehensive and sustainable. 
3) Carry out PIC work if a comprehensive program is currently in place.  

Award Information

Anticipated Funding Sources

The amount available for distribution is $2,165,000.  The budget for Round 2 EPA funding has not been established at this time. 

Two maximum awards are available through this grant:
1. A maximum award of $100,000 may be used to create or enhance a PIC program plan. 
2. Up to $500,000 may be used to implement an existing PIC program or the funds may be used to create or enhance a PIC plan and then implement the program.  
Final award amount and scope may differ from the applicant’s application.
Project Award Period
· Work which results in creating or enhancing a PIC plan will be completed between November 2011 and September 2013.  

· Work to carry out a PIC program or which includes developing or enhancing a PIC plan and carrying out a PIC program can be extended for an additional year to be completed by September 30, 2014. 
Eligibility Information

Eligible Applicants 
Puget Sound counties, local health jurisdictions (LHJ’s), and Tribes are eligible to apply.  Counties, LHJ’s, and Tribes that would like to set up cooperative PIC programs may apply as a group, but a single entity must receive the funds and be responsible for complying with all grant requirements.  Counties, LHJ’s, or Tribes that receive funds may contract with other agencies or organizations such as academic institutions, other municipalities, conservation districts, or non-profit organizations to complete the work.  Funding for such applications will be considered on a case by case basis.
Project Activities
Eligible projects must:

1. Be located within the Puget Sound basin.  Work must be focused in Puget Sound watersheds to protect and restore shellfish growing areas, swimming beaches, marine areas and freshwater streams and lakes that drain to marine areas that are sensitive to pathogen and nutrient pollution.
2. Result in establishing, enhancing and/or carrying out a comprehensive PIC program.
Application Instructions
DOH will not pay any costs associated with preparing an application.  All applications become the property of DOH and will not be returned.

· Your application must arrive at DOH by the application date and time stated in the schedule.

· Only the Secretary of DOH or the DOH Contracts Officers may sign any contract or amendment on behalf of the DOH.  

· The State’s obligation under any resultant contract is contingent upon the availability of appropriated state or federal funding. In the event funds from any source are reduced or withdrawn, or limited in any way, any resultant contract may either be terminated by DOH or at DOH’s discretion renegotiated within the constraints of the new funding limitations and conditions. 
Questions Deadline

All questions relating to this RGA must be received by September 6, 2011, 5:00 p.m. local time.  DOH will respond to all questions by the date in the schedule.

In the interest of fairness, DOH will only answer questions received in writing in email by the scheduled deadline.  Do not call the Coordinator to ask questions.  DOH will post a copy of all applicant written questions and DOH’s official written answers at: www.doh.wa.gov/bids
Applicants are responsible for checking the DOH website frequently to receive the answers to questions and any amendments made to this RGA.

Application Deadline

Applications must be received in electronic format to the address or e-mail box indicated below by 5 PM on September 23, 2011.
Applications that arrive after the deadline or do not include all three elements as described in the Application Content Guidelines on page 7 by the submission deadline will not be considered for competition. The Department of Health is not responsible for informing applicants of the completeness of applications prior to the grant application close date.   
Submittal Address

Please email complete applications to holly.jones@doh.wa.gov with the name of your county or Tribe and “PIC Grant Application” with RGA N19073 the subject line.
Evaluation Criteria 

Projects likely to rank well are those that best address program objectives (pg. 3-4) and evaluation criteria described in this section. Grant applications will be evaluated based on the strength of the proposal and the likelihood that the applicant will succeed in developing and carrying out a sustainable program.  

Project Design (35%)

· The project design is well structured and clearly described.  The purpose is clear and compelling.

· The project lays out clear and realistic activities, objectives, outputs, and outcomes.  These elements align with the program objectives and criteria described in this Request for Grant Applications and fit together to facilitate successful implementation.

· The project statement of work and budget are clear, reasonable, and achievable.

· The budget worksheet describes costs for each task and is supported by a clear budget narrative.

·  Tasks are well defined and consistent with the statement of work.

· The applicant has the capacity and expertise to successfully carry out the project.
Project Need (15%)

· The nature and degree of the problem or need is clear and compelling.  Pressing public health needs or water quality problems are identified. 

· Water bodies, resources, uses, and populations affected or at risk are described in detail. The work protects shellfish growing areas, swimming beaches, and water quality in marine waters or fresh water lakes and streams that drain to marine waters, or both.
Project Outputs and Outcomes (20%)

· The project advances the objectives and criteria described in the Request for Grant Applications.

· The project fits into a long term implementation strategy for a comprehensive and sustainable PIC program. The application explains why this work is the right next step for this program and what will follow.

· The rationale for key outputs produced and resulting change is clearly described.

· The project narrative and budget describe how cost share, loans, and other incentives to fix problems and implement best management practices will be used in the program.

· The application explains how results will be measured and how they align with local and regional performance measures and targets.

Program Sustainability (15%) 

· The project helps make a PIC program more effective, efficient, affordable, and sustainable.

· The project provides or enhances dedicated funding for a PIC program.  

· The application lays out a clear vision and next steps to improve and sustain a PIC program.

Coordinated Approaches, Partnerships, Public Engagement (15%)

· The project has an effective plan to reach and engage landowners, farmers, and other key constituencies.  An estimate of the number of people engaged through this work is provided. 

· The project describes how it will strengthen working relationships, raise awareness, and generate buy-in and support for the PIC program or project.  

· The project involves collaboration with other jurisdictions, regional approaches, or serves as a regional model.  Partnership is evidenced by diverse letters of support or in-kind donations, or both.
Review Process
The RGA Coordinator or designee will screen applications for compliance with the RGA procedural criteria.  Non-compliant applications will be eliminated from further evaluation.  

Scoring and ranking will be conducted by staff from the Department of Health, Department of Ecology, and the Environmental Protection Agency. Evaluators will score all applicants that pass the review of mandatory criteria.  All criteria of the RGA application are scored. If two or more applicants receive equivalent scores, DOH may, at its sole discretion, select an apparently successful applicant that best fits the needs of this RGA. 

The project scope of work and award offered may differ from the application.  Completion of review will result in a ranked list of projects.  Funds shall be awarded based on rank highest to lowest until funds are depleted. DOH reserves the right to negotiate or offer partial awards. Partial awards may be offered due to lack of funds, or if a potion of the application scores too low to fund.  Apparently successful grantees will be notified on the anticipated award date in the schedule. 
Award Administration
Contract Information
Grant awards will be administered through contracts between grant applicants and DOH.  The contracts will use DOH’s established terms and conditions for local and tribal governments and in the case of local health jurisdictions, the Consolidated Contract.
If you need to request a copy of the boilerplate terms and conditions, please contact the RGA Coordinator prior to submitting your application.  Any alternate contract language you wish to propose will need to be in a separate document and submitted with your RGA application. The proposed changes (if any) will be the only ones considered during contract negotiations. In no event may the applicant submit its own contract terms and conditions as a response to this requirement.  
DOH is providing the contracts as sub-awards under cooperative agreement PC – 00J32601 with the U.S. EPA.  All sub-awards must comply with regulations, statutes, and terms and conditions in the cooperative agreement applicable to sub-awards.  EPA’s Assistance Administrative Manual provides information on the management of sub-awards:  www.epa.gov/ogd/guide/subaward-policy-part-2.pdf.
All subawardees who manage projects that involve the collection of environmental data are required to have a Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) that meets the standards of the Department of Health’s Quality Management Plan.
Application Content Guidelines
Application Format

Please provide the grant application in an electronic format through an e-mail attachment as a single MS Word TM or PDF document.  The application must include these elements:

· Project narrative which addresses the program objectives and evaluation criteria.  Identify major tasks that will be completed during the project. 

· Task timeline using the template provided.

· Budget narrative and table using the budget table template provided.

· All other supporting materials such as qualifications of key staff, maps, and letters of support.

All files should be formatted to be printed on standard letter size paper.  The grant application should not exceed ten pages.  Supporting materials are not included in the page limit.  The application should be delivered as an e-mail attachment of less than 10 megabytes per e-mail.  
Project Narrative

The project narrative should specifically respond to the evaluation criteria, describe the scope of work, and identify major tasks, deliverables, outputs and outcomes that will be completed during the project.  
Tasks and Timeline 
Provide a list of the major project tasks that would be completed with funding that is consistent with the tasks identified in the project narrative and budget table.  Please describe the deliverables or management activities to be completed, including quantitative estimates where possible.  Task 1 can cover administrative duties for grant management and reporting.
	Task
	Deliverables
	Target Date for Completion

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Budget Narrative
The budget narrative should allow reviewers to understand the purpose and source of cost estimates and justify task and total project cost.  Use the budget categories described below. Please include the amount and source(s) of any matching funds.   
‘Personnel’ refers to wages and salaries for staff engaged in project implementation.  Narrative should break down costs by staff type, by rates, and hours.  Provide a curriculum vitae or resume for all individuals filling project roles.  Only include support staff if their time is not being considered for calculation of an indirect rate.  On the budget table, please distribute staff time for project management into each task.  
‘Fringe Benefits’ are those costs employers incur for providing a package of benefits beyond salary or wages, and can be described as a percentage of wage costs.

‘Travel’ should include the method used to calculate travel costs. (e.g. mileage rate; estimated miles traveled).

‘Equipment’ includes items with a value greater than $5000, as well as ‘inventoriable items’ with a value greater than $300 including communications equipment, GPS units, optical devices and cameras, projectors, computers, and audio/video equipment.  Please provide an itemized list of equipment.

‘Supplies’ are material costs that are not equipment.  Please describe quantities and unit costs of supplies such as postage and office supplies.
‘Contractual’  Use if you are hiring a contractor/consultant to do part of the work.  Individual contracts should include a brief description of scope and budget.
‘Other’ costs.  Please describe the nature of the expense and the method of estimation.

‘Indirect.’  To be eligible for reimbursement of indirect costs, you must have a signed, negotiated, and federally approved Indirect Cost Rate Agreement covering the time period for which you are claiming the indirect costs.  If you do not have a previously established indirect cost rate, you can prepare an indirect cost rate proposal and/or cost allocation plan in accordance with OMB Circular A-87, “Cost Principles for State, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments.” For grant application preparation, you may use the appropriate completeness checklist located at: www.aqd.nbc.gov/Services/insular.aspx  
Budget Table

Provide budget information for each task described in the project narrative and identified in the budget table.  Task 1 can cover grant administration and reporting costs.
	
	Task from project narrative

	Task Title
	Task 1
	Task 2
	Task 3
	Task 4
	Totals

	Personnel
	
	
	
	
	

	Fringe benefits
	
	
	
	
	

	Travel
	
	
	
	
	

	Equipment
	
	
	
	
	

	Supplies
	
	
	
	
	

	Contractual
	
	
	
	
	

	Other
	
	
	
	
	

	Indirect (% of?)
	
	
	
	
	

	Totals
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Additional Supporting Documents

The following supporting documents may be included with the application:
· Qualifications for project managers and key technical staff.

· Map that shows the project location.

· Letters from project partners and supporters which describe what they will contribute to the project or how they will support the project.  
Resources
The following websites may provide additional information to help you prepare your application:
	Puget Sound Partnership- Action Agenda and Targets
	http://www.psp.wa.gov/aa_action_agenda.php

	Information about EPA Puget Sound Action Agenda grant--Pathogen Prevention, Reduction and Control Proposal is included on this site.
	http://www.psp.wa.gov/EPA_funding_FY10.php

	Kitsap County Surface and Stormwater Management Program, A Case Study
(example of a PIC program)
	http://www.psparchives.com/publications/our_work/stormwater/stormwater_resource/stormwater_management/kitsap_manual05.pdf



Below are the federal provisions from the EPA National Estuary Program (NEP) Grant (PC–00J32601) to DOH that are passed through to sub-awardees. The LOs are striving for uniformity in these conditions throughout their sub-grant awards. However, in the case of Local Health Jurisdictions federal provisions listed in the Consolidated Contracts terms and conditions may be more (but not less) stringent due to non-NEP federal programs included in the Consolidated Contract agreement.

FEDERAL PROVISIONS

The Sub-Recipient shall comply with all applicable federal, State, and local laws, rules, and regulations in carrying out the terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

Administrative Conditions

1. Cost Principles
Sub-Recipient agrees to comply with the cost principles of the below listed federal regulations are applicable as appropriate to this award. 
2 CFR 225 (A-87) for State, Local, and Indian Tribal Governments

2 CFR 220 (A-21) for Educational Institutions

2 CFR 230 (A-122) Nonprofit Organizations

FAR 31.2 for Commercial Organizations

An electronic copy of all the Circulars and applicable CFR’s may be obtained via the OMB Home Web page at: http://www.whitehouse.gov/OMB/grants/index.html
Unless otherwise indicated, the Cost Principles apply to the use of funds provided under this Agreement and In-kind matching donations. The applicability of the Cost Principles depends on the type of organization incurring the costs.
2. Audit Requirements
The Sub-Recipient shall fully comply with requirements of OMB Circular A-133, ‘Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations, if applicable.
3. Hotel-Motel Fire Safety Act

Pursuant to 40 CFR 30.18, if applicable, and 15 USC 2225a, Sub-Recipient agrees to ensure that all space for conferences, meetings, conventions, or training seminars funded in whole or in part with federal funds complies with the protection and control guidelines of the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act (PL 101-391, as amended. Sub-Recipient may search the Hotel-Motel National Master List at: http://www.usfa.dhs.gov/applications/hotel to see if a property is in compliance (FEMA ID is currently not required), or to find other information about the Act.

4. Recycled Paper

Institutions of Higher Education Hospitals and Non-Profit Organizations

In accordance with 40 CFR 30.16, Sub-Recipient agrees to use recycled paper and double-sided printing for all reports which are prepared as a part of this Agreement and delivered to EPA. This requirement does not apply to reports prepared on forms supplied by EPA, or to Standard Forms, which are printed on recycled paper and are available through the General Services Administration.

State Agencies and Political Subdivisions

In accordance with Section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (42 U.S.C. 6962) any State agency or agency of a political subdivision of a State which is using appropriated Federal funds shall comply with the requirements set forth. Regulations issued under RCRA Section 6002 apply to any acquisition of an item where the purchase price exceeds $10,000 or where the quantity of such items acquired in the course of the preceding fiscal year was $10,000 or more. RCRA Section 6002 requires that preference be given in procurement programs to the purchases of specific products containing recycled materials identified in guidelines developed by EPA. These guidelines are listed in 40 CFR 247.

State and Local Institutions of Higher Education and Non-Profit Organizations

In accordance with 40 CRF 30.16, State and local institutions of higher education, hospitals, and non-profit organizations that receive direct Federal funds shall give preference in their procurement programs funded with Federal funds to the purchase of recycled products pursuant to EPA’s guidelines.

State Tribal and Local Government Recipients

In accordance with the policies set forth in EPA Order 1000.25 and Executive Order 13423, Strengthening Federal Environmental, Energy and Transportation Management (January 24, 2007), Sub-Recipient agrees to use recycled paper and double sided printing for all reports which are prepared a part of this Agreement and delivered to EPA. This requirement does not apply to reports prepared on forms supplied by EPA, or to Standard Forms, which are printed on recycled paper and are available through the General Services Administration.

5. Lobbying

Sub-Recipient agrees to comply with Title 40 CFR Part 34, New Restrictions on Lobbying. Sub-Recipient shall include the language of this provision in award documents for all sub-awards exceeding $100,000, and require that sub-awardees submit certification and disclosure forms accordingly.

In accordance with the Byrd Anti-Lobbying Amendment, any recipient who makes a prohibited expenditure under Title 40 CFR Part 34 or fails to file the required certification or lobbying forms shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each expenditure.

Part 30 Recipients

All contracts awarded by Sub-Recipient shall contain, when applicable, the anti-lobbying provisions as stipulated in the Appendix at Title 40 CFR Part 30.

Pursuant to Section 18 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act, Sub-Recipient affirms that it is not a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; or that it is a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4) of the Code but does not and will not engage in lobbying activities as defined in Section 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act.

Lobbying and Litigation

Sub-Recipient’s chief executive officer shall ensure that no grant funds awarded under this Agreement are used to engage in lobbying of the Federal Government or in litigation against the United States unless authorized under existing law. Sub-Recipient shall abide by its respective OMB Circular (A-21, A-87, or A-122), which prohibits the use of Federal grant funds for litigation against the United States or for lobbying or other political activities.
6. Suspension and Debarment
Sub-Recipient shall fully comply with Subpart C of 2 CFR Part 180 and 2 CFR Part 1532, entitled ‘Responsibilities of Participants Regarding Transaction (Doing Business with Other Persons)’. Sub-Recipient is responsible for ensuring that any lower tier covered transaction as described in Subpart B of 2 CFR Part 180 and 2 CFR Part 1532, entitled ‘Covered Transactions’, includes a term or condition requiring compliance with Subpart C. Sub-Recipient is responsible for further requiring the inclusion of a similar term or condition in any subsequent lower tier covered transactions. Sub-Recipient acknowledges that failing to disclose the information as required at 2 CFR 180.335 may result in the delay or negation of this assistance agreement, or pursuance of legal remedies, including suspension and debarment.
Sub-Recipient may access the Excluded Parties List System at: http://www.epls.gov. This term and condition supersedes EPA Form 5700-49, ‘Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters’. 

7. Drug-Free Workplace Certification 

Sub-Recipient must make an ongoing, good faith effort to maintain a drug-free workplace pursuant to the specific requirements set forth in Title 40 CFR 36.200-36.230. Additionally, in accordance with these regulations, Sub-Recipient organization must identify all known workplaces under its federal award; and keep this information on file during the performance of the award.

Sub-Recipients who are individuals must comply with the drug-free provisions set forth in Title 40 CFR 36.300.

The consequences for violating this condition are detailed under Title 40 CFR 36.510. Sub-Recipients can access the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Title 40 Part 36 at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_06/40cfr36_06.html
8. Management Fees

Management fees or similar charges in excess of the direct costs and approved indirect rates are not allowable. The term “management fees or similar charges” refers to expenses added to the direct costs in order to accumulate and reserve funds for ongoing business expenses, unforeseen liabilities, or for other similar costs which are not allowable under this assistance agreement. Management fees or similar charges may not be used to improve or expand the project funded under this Agreement, except to the extent authorized as a direct cost of carrying out the scope of work.

9. Reimbursement Limitation

If Sub-Recipient expends more than the amount of federal funding in its approved budget in anticipation of receiving additional funds, it does so at its own risk. The Federal Government is not legally obligated to reimburse Sub-Recipient for costs incurred in excess of the approved budget.

10. Trafficking in Persons

The following prohibition statement applies to Sub-Recipient, and all sub-awardees of Sub-Recipient. Sub-Recipient must include this statement in all sub-awards made to any private entity under this Agreement.

“You as the Sub-Recipient, your employees, sub-awardees under this award, and sub-awardees’ employees may not engage in severe forms of trafficking in persons during the period of time that the award is in effect; procure a commercial sex act during the period of time that the award is in effect; or use forced labor in the performance of the award or sub-awards under this Award.”

11. DUNS and CCR Requirements

Unless otherwise exempted from this requirement under 2 CFR 25.110, Sub-Recipient must maintain the currency of its information in the CCR until submission of its final financial report required under this Award or receive the final payment, whichever is later. 

Sub-Recipient may not make a sub-award to any entity unless the entity has provided its DUNS number to Sub-Recipient.

12. FY2011 ACORN Funding Restriction

No funds provided under this Agreement may be used for sub-awards/sub-grants or contracts to the Association of Community Organizations for Reform NOW (ACORN) or any of its subsidiaries. 

13. Disadvantaged Business enterprise Requirements, General Compliance

Sub-Recipient agrees to comply with the requirements of EPA’s Program for Utilization of Small, Minority and Women’s Business Enterprises in procurement under assistance agreements, contained in 40 CFR, Part 33.

14. Sub-Awards

If Sub-Recipient makes sub-awards under this Agreement, Sub-Recipient is responsible for selecting its sub-awardees and, if applicable, for conducting sub-award competitions. Sub-Recipient agrees to:

1. Establish all sub-award agreements in writing;

2. Maintain primary responsibility for ensuring successful completion of the approved project (Sub-Recipient cannot delegate or transfer this responsibility to a sub-awardee).

3. Ensure that any sub-awards comply with the standards in Section 210(a)-(d) of OMB Circular A-133, and are not used to acquire commercial goods or services for the sub-awardee.

4. Ensure that any sub-awards to 501(c)(4) organizations do not involve lobbying activities; 

5. Monitor the performance of sub-awardees, and ensure sub-awardees comply with all applicable regulations, statutes, and terms and conditions which flow down in the sub-award;

6. Obtain DOH’s consent before making a sub-award to a foreign or international organization, or a sub-award to be performed in a foreign country; and

7. Obtain approval from DOH for any new sub-award work that is not outlined in the approved work plan in accordance with 40 CFR Parts 30.25 and 31.30, as applicable.

Programmatic Conditions

1. Semi-Annual Performance Reports

Sub-Recipient is required to submit performance reports every six months, unless a different reporting frequency is outlined in the Scope of Work, using the reporting tool supplied by DOH. Sub-Recipient agrees to include brief information on each of the following areas:

a) a comparison of actual accomplishments to the outputs/outcomes established in the assistance agreement work plan for the period;

b) the reasons for slippages if established outputs/outcomes were not met;

c) additional pertinent information, including when appropriate, analysis and information of cost overruns or high unit costs.

Reporting periods are from October 1 to March 31 and April 1 to September 30. Performance reports are due to DOH 15 calendar days after the end of each reporting period.

2.
Final Performance Report

In addition to the periodic performance reports, the sub-recipient will submit a final performance report to DOH within 60 calendar days after the expiration or termination of the award. The report shall be submitted to the DOH Grant Manager and must be provided electronically. The report shall generally contain the same information as in the periodic reports, but should cover the entire project period.
3.
Recognition of EPA Funding

Reports, documents, signage, videos, or other media, developed as part of projects funded by this Agreement shall contain the following statement:

“This project has been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection Agency under assistance agreement PC-00J32601 to Washington Department of Health. The contents of this document do not necessarily reflect the views and policies of the Environmental Protection Agency, nor does mention of trade names or commercial products constitute endorsement or recommendation for use.”

4.
Copyrighted Material
EPA has the right to reproduce, publish, use, and authorize others to use copyrighted works or other data developed under this assistance agreement for Federal purposes. 

DOH acknowledges that EPA may authorize another grantee to use copyrighted works or other data developed under this Agreement as a result of: a) the selection of another grantee by EPA to perform a project that will involve the use of the copyrighted works or other data or; b) termination or expiration of this agreement.
5.
Peer Review

The results of this project may affect management decisions relating to Puget Sound. Prior to finalizing any significant technical products the Principal Investigator (PI) of this project must solicit advice, review and feedback from a technical review or advisory group consisting of relevant subject matter specialists. A record of comments and a brief description of how respective comments are addressed by the PI will be provided to the DOH Grant Manager prior to releasing any final reports or products resulting from the funded study. 

6.
Quality Assurance Requirements


Acceptable Quality Assurance documentation must be submitted to the DOH within 30 days of acceptance of this agreement or another date as negotiated with the DOH grants manager.  The Department of Ecology will hire a National Estuary Program (NEP) Quality Coordinator for all EPA-funded NEP projects. DOH will notify sub-awardees when the position is hired and provide contact information.  The sub-recipient will then submit all Quality Assurance documentation to the NEP Quality Coordinator at the Department of Ecology.  No work involving direct measurements or data generation, environmental modeling; compilation of data from literature or electronic media, and data supporting the design, construction, and operation of environmental technology shall be initiated under an agreement until DOH or Department of Ecology has approved the quality assurance document.

7.
Environmental Data and Information Technology

Sub-recipients are required to institute standardized reporting requirements into their work plans and include such costs in their budgets.  All environmental data will be required to be entered into the EPA’s Storage and Retrieval data system (STORET).  The best method (local or state consolidated) for reporting will be determined on a project-by-project basis between the DOH grant manager and sub-recipient.  More information about STORET can be found at http://www.epa.gov/STORET.
�Counties are authorized to operate, as part of their sewage utilities, programs or facilities currently authorized by other statutes for storm water, flood control, pollution prevention, drainage services, aquifer protection, lake management districts, diking districts, and shellfish protection districts. 
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