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Coordinator:
Welcome and thank you for standing by. I’d like to inform all parties that today’s conference is being recorded. If you have any objections, you may disconnect at this time.  For assistance entering this conference, please press Star 0. Thank you. You may begin. 

Robert Groenendaal:
Yes, thank you. This is (Rob) Groenendaal conducting an informational call for funding opportunity number HHS2017-ACL-CIP-ATTA-0223. This is for the Assisted Technology Act national activities national assisted technology data analysis and reporting assistance within the program office of the Center for Integrated Programs.


The due date for the letter of intent for this competition is roughly around June 8, a couple days from now. I’m sure it’s acceptable to submit a letter beyond that date, perhaps even next week, but it’s also not required to submit a letter.


For the due date for applications, the due date is Friday, July 21, 2017 and (it’s) strongly advised that - so I’m actually - are people jumping in right now?

Woman:
Yes.

Robert Groenendaal:
Okay, sorry. I already started so I guess I’ll - I should maybe start over again. 

Woman:
Sure, that would be great if you could.

Robert Groenendaal:
Okay, you know, really it was quite dry. I was explaining the funding opportunity number which is HHS2017-ACL-CIP-ATTA-0223. The due date for the letter of intent is two days from now, which is June 8, 2017.


The primary CFDA number for this competition is 93.464. The funding opportunity number, again, is HHS2017-ACL-CIP-ATTA-0223. Of course, this is available on www.grants.gov.


And for this call, I wanted to go over the funding opportunity description. Before I do so, I thought I might just ask, are there any questions about this funding opportunity upfront that someone may want to ask at this time? If no, that’s okay.


Okay, so that gave me a chance to drink a sip of water. So for the funding opportunity description, this is the National Assisted Technology Data Analysis and Reporting Assistance grant.


I wanted to note that the ACL’s announcing this one discretionary grant competition for the AT Act Data Analysis and Reporting Assistance which is under Section 6B of the AT Act.


And this is to fund a cooperative to provide training and technical assistance support entities authorized under Section 4 of the AT Act. So the applicant can choose to award sub-grants or subcontracts to carry out the activities required under this FOA.


However, the applicant’s proposal must reflect clearly how the applicant will collaborate with any entities within that application. Within the FOA opportunity description, you know, there’s - the purpose of this grant is to develop a system and relay technical assistance to assist the state AT programs to conduct their activities and assure that the state’s collect and report consistent data.


They are - that was supposed to enable the AT programs, the ACL and other stakeholders who access and analyze the data for the purposes of program monitoring, evaluation and planning, management and improvement of the AT programs.


Providing data for reporting to Congress and the public, assist entities funded under Section 4 of the AT Act to develop and implement effective data collection reporting to focus on required data elements in the OMB approved instrument described activities under the Section 4 activities that are required for reporting.


Measure outcomes of the activities described in Section 4. Measure the progress that states are achieving toward measurable goals. Help measure the crude benefits of the activities to individuals who need AT devices and services.


Meet standards and guidelines for accessibility of information and communication technology, ICT. Allow states ACL, other stakeholders to have affective access and utilize the data that is submitted.


Have a capacity to adapt to emerging specialized needs. Incorporate the data at - and perhaps even export relevant data to other data systems. Provide technical assistance on the use of the systems to collect the data.


Provide TA to all the states for the improvement of their programs and the day-to-day use of data collection for structures. Provide data to meet state and federal reporting requirements.


Share data with ACL, as well as other entities funded under the AT Act including Section 6, funded AT national activities entities stakeholders. Collaborate as appropriate with additional entities.


So the statutory authority or this is Section 6A and Section 6B5, the AT Act of 2004, otherwise known as AT Action of 1998 as amended. This is 29 US Code 3005.


The award information - the award floor is $300,000. The award ceiling is $350,000 in case there may be additional monies provided in out years. So ACL plans to fund one award for up to $350,000 per year for a total project period of five years.


There’s language within this FOA on cooperative agreements that’s been added. And it lists a generic cooperative agreement outlining activities that ACL would carry out in the cooperative agreement as well as the activities that the grantee would carry out.

In terms of the eligible applicants, there’s a list of eligible applicants that include domestic public or private nonprofit or for-profit organizations including institutions of higher education, state and local governments, Indian and tribal government organizations, faith-based organizations, community-based organizations, hospitals, institutions of higher education that have directly, or through a grant or a contract, experience and expertise in administering programs including developing, implementing and administering the required activities described in Section 4 of the AT Act.

Experience and expertise in providing technical assistance and training related to data selection and reporting and experience with data analysis and reporting. An eligible entity can demonstrate its experience and expertise on its own or through proposed subcontracts with other entities that demonstrates the relevant experience and expertise.


There’s no match or cost-sharing for this competition. Again, I think if you looked over the FOA, note that the deadline for the submission of the application is Friday, July 21, 2017.


Please pay particular attention to the submission requirements, the application responsive criteria, the application screening criteria. Applications must be submitted electronically via www.grants.gov by 11:59 pm Eastern time on that Friday, July 21, 2017 date that I mentioned.


There are rules with respect to - in the project narrative, needs to be double spaced, on 8-1/2 by 11 plain white paper, one inch margin on both sides, all that stuff that’s listed there for you.


The project narrative must not exceed 20 pages. The project work plan letters of commitment, information on the key project personnel are not counted as part of the project narrative for purposes of the 20 page limit.


In terms of addressing or trying to request application package, ACL does require applications for all announcements to be submitted electronically through that site, www.grants.gov.


There’s a registration process for grants.gov. It can take several days. So please, you know, try to, you know, make sure that the application is submitted in grants.gov at least a week prior.


And that probably would include, and you haven’t already registered within grants.gov, it’s important to not get it in late. We’ve seen that happen before. And so this is just a device that I’m sure everyone has heard.


As well as registering for the system (unintelligible) management which is SAM, www.sam.gov. This is a requirement where there’s a registration process and there must be an active registration active for the submission in grants.gov, the requirement where SAM - maintaining an active SAM registration with current information is very important because the DUNS number has to be submitted with each application or plan to submit for this competition.


The contact information - that would be me, (Rob) Groenendaal, Center for Integrated Programs. My phone number is 202-795-7356. Email address is Robert.Gorenendaal@ACL.HHS.gov. That’s Robert, dot, G-R-O-E-N-E-N-D-A-A-L, at ACL.HHS.gov.


There’s the information there about the letter of intent. Submission can happen this week. It’s not required. It does give us, at ACL, better idea of conflict of interest in addition to trying to construct a panel for the review process.


Going along for the FOA, there’s some information that you can look at about project narrative. There’s the summary abstract - should be no more than 265 words maximum.


It can be a description of the proposed project including goals, objectives, outcomes. There’s text there on problem statement, goals and objectives, proposed interventions, special target populations and organizations, outcomes, project management evaluation, dissemination, organizational capacity, statements that you can read, budget narrative justification.


The work plan should reflect and be consistent with the project narrative and budget and should cover all five years of the proposed project period. Just to get back to the submission date and times, again obviously it’s Friday the 21st.


You know, within the application, those are all going to be submitted electronically, the letters of commitment from key participating organizations and agencies, they can be signed letters of commitment.


It should be scanned and included as attachments in the application. If you experience problems submitting your applications through grants.gov, please contact well before the deadline, the grants.gov support desk.


There’s a toll-free number that’s also in this section under three, submission dates and times. The toll-free number is 1-800-518-4726. Obtain a grants.gov support desk case number and keep a record of it.


There’s some information about funding restrictions, other submission requirements that you can look up. There’s the application review information criteria, you know, the criteria for this competition.


There’s project relevance and current needs, approach, budget, project impact, organizational capacity. Those are indicated in Sections A through E and there’re also appendices where there can be work plan assurances, one-page resumes, bibliography, letters of support, et cetera.


Applications are scored by assigning a maximum of 100 points across five criteria. They would be project relevance and current need, 20 points, approach, 40 points, budget, 10 points, project impact, 10 points, organizational capacity, 20 points.


Within purpose and need, you know, certainly it comes down to sufficiently responding to their priority area for the entities funded under Section 4 of the AT Act to report on the required state level and state leadership activities, the problem to be addressed, hopefully have justified relevant resources to address and support national data analysis and reporting activities to improve the administration of the AT Act and, of course, to assist the state grant for it AT programs under Section 4 of the act to report and analyze data.


The approach - there are some areas under there for the approach. Method of addressing the problem is the approach. Exceptional - the extent to which a design of the proposed project is appropriate. Is it relevant and is there specific expertise of state grant for AT programs in the delivery of TA and training to - for data reporting validation and analysis?


So does the proposed project include specific expertise within the application to do this work? The extent of the design (reflects) up-to-date knowledge. The extent of the design of the proposed project includes a high quality plan for project implementation.


For the work plan, so what I just noted as the methods of addressing the problem is 30 points maximum. Prior to that, I may have left off that the total for project relevance and current need is 20 points.


Purpose and need, 10 points maximum. Problem to be addressed, 10 points maximum. Within the approach, I noted that 30 points out of 40 for the methods of addressing the problem.


The work plan would be 10 points. The objectives to be achieved within that five-year proposal proposed on time and within budget for the actual budget section, that is 10 points.


Is the budget justified and reasonable to carry out the project in the proposal? The time commitment of the proposed project director and additional key staff for the project. The extent to which the budget proposed for personnel is appropriate for the activities and within the scope of the proposal.


For project impact, it’s a total of 10 points. Project outcomes, 5 points maximum. Are the outcomes clear and consistent? Does the applicant propose to issue annual AT program data reports reflecting the performance of the state grants for assistive technology?


Project evaluation considers the methods of evaluation for examining the effectiveness of the impact of the project and there’s also in that - there’s another point there under the project evaluation for providing performance feedback and to inform delivery of appropriate TA and training to the state AT programs.


Organizational capacity, maximum of 20 points. Project staffing and qualifications, that’s 10 points maximum. To the proposed project directors, key project personnel and project consultants or subcontractors have the background, relevant training, experience and other qualifications required to carry out the roles in the proposal?


Are the roles and responsibilities of the staff, consultants and partners clearly outlined and linked directly to specific objectives and tasks in the work plan in the narrative?


Also within this area of organizational capacity, organization and management is 10 points maximum. Does the applicant’s approach clearly identify the capacity for carrying out the proposed projects?


Does the applicant described the relevance and demonstrate commitment of each partner in the proposed project to the implementation and success of the project?


Are the letters from participating organizations included is appropriate? Do they express clear commitment and areas of responsibility for those organizations consistent with a work plan description of their intended roles and contributions?


The next section is the review and selection process. I think that you can look at that in terms of the standard language they are about, you know, final award decisions will be made by ACL through the review - panel review process.


It indicates that the anticipated award date would be on or around August 15 and with an estimated project start date of September 1, 2017. I would say that it’s possible that the award date could be August 15. It might be a little bit later just based on the delay in the funding becoming available or this grant competition.


Again, the close of the 60 day FOA is Friday, July 21. So the panel would have to happen right away and hopefully that will. More than likely it could be that the estimated project start date would be September 15.


Maybe the award would be announced closer to September 1. It’s hard to say. Award notices - there’s - ACL issues a notice of award which is an authorized document from ACL under HHS indicating the amounts provided for this competition.


For reporting, grantees are required to complete federal cash transactions portions of the FS425. That’s within the payment management system. The payment management system, the PMS, and this fiscal reporters provided by grantee’s quarterly so that the grantee can drawdown funds.


I’m the contact person, as I mentioned, for this competition. The grants management specialist is also within ACL. Her name is (Sherlonda Blue). She works with any Office of Grants Management. Her contact information is also in this FOA. It’s (Sherlonda), dot, (Blue), at ACL.HHS.gov.


(Sherlonda) - her phone number is 202-795-7310. There is other information are in terms of the PRA - the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. Some application elements - the SF424, SF424A and B, lobbying certification information.


Of course, all that stuff can - goes with the application for this competition. Much of the remainder of the FOA, it’s fairly standard language that you can look through. I think I might leave that if - for another time. If someone wants my - wants to follow up with a direct question, it also describes budget information and categories that can be filled out.


So I’m showing almost about 3:25. I don’t necessarily feel a need to continue on. We’ve gone over the FOA for this competition, AT Act, national activities, national assisted technologies data analysis and reporting assistance. So at this time, does anyone have a question?

(Carol Heery):
Hello, this is (Carol Heery) from Minnesota. 

Robert Groenendaal:
Yes.

(Carol Heery):
And I have a couple of questions. Can you hear me?

Robert Groenendaal:
Yes, I can hear you.

(Carol Heery):
Okay. On Page 21, (unintelligible) keep my papers together here - Page 21, Number 14, the question is areas affected by the project, and it states the largest political entity affected. I don’t quite understand what that means.

Robert Groenendaal:
Yes, so for this, it’s a project to serve all of the states and territories funded under Section 4 of the AT Act, and so the largest political entity affected, my guess is it’s just the state grants for AT programs that are funded under the Assisted Technology Act.

(Carol Heery):
Okay, I have one more question on Page 24, Number - it’s Line 23 where it states enter any pertinent remarks related to the budget.
Robert Groenendaal:
Yes, so this is a section where it’s a budget narrative or justification that is submitted with the application.

(Carol Heery):
Correct. Okay, so in other words, Line 23 is asking us - asking the applicant to be specific about any remarks that may be outside of the parameters of what is normally submitted in a five-year budget.

Robert Groenendaal:
So it’s an opportunity for the applicant to explain and justify cost in each of the major budget areas that are entered.

(Carol Heery):
Okay.

Robert Groenendaal:
So it provides the applicant and ability to delineate a breakdown of those costs within that budget narrative justification, perhaps similar to an abstract in that it’s highlighting kind of the key areas for that budget section of the application.

(Carol Heery):
Okay. (Just a second). Let me write down the answers. Thank you. And I had Page 12 - sorry, I forgot to turn that off before the phone call. Number - on Page 12…

Robert Groenendaal:
Is this in the area of the submission dates and times?

(Carol Heery):
No, this has to do with the intergovernmental reviews. The funding opportunity announcement is not subject to Executive Order 12372, intergovernmental review of federal programs. 

Robert Groenendaal:
Okay, what’s your question?

(Carol Heery):
What is intergovernmental review of federal programs?

Robert Groenendaal:
I think years ago I used to know exactly what that is. However, I can respond to your question. I can just - I can respond, provide an FAQ as I receive questions. I might receive an email question that relates to this competition and in fairness and openness of the competition, I’ll collect the questions and hopefully be able to post it on ACL’s Web site so that folks can see what questions have been asked and learn about what questions have been asked.

(Carol Heery):
Great.

Robert Groenendaal:
So that includes the three questions that you’ve provided.

(Carol Heery):
Great. And (Rob), will that be in real time?

Robert Groenendaal:
Well, it…

(Carol Heery):
You know, within…

((Crosstalk))
Robert Groenendaal:
As best as we can, so at ACL, I’ll have to request for a document to be posted.

(Carol Heery):
Okay.

Robert Groenendaal:
So we’re fairly early within the application process. The due date is not until July 21. The hope is that there would be some questions, maybe even emails to me after this informational call.


Maybe there’s a question that’s submitted via email in addition to a letter of intent. I can compile those questions and hopefully provide a concise response so that all folks were considering this proposal could see what questions have been asked.


And the intergovernmental review of federal programs Executive Order 12372, you know, I can provide hopefully a brief summary of that.

(Carol Heery):
Okay, otherwise we’ll look it up. I just thought perhaps it was…

Robert Groenendaal:
Okay.

(Carol Heery):
It was irrelevant because it was mentioned twice in this - in the instructions, in the proposal.
Robert Groenendaal:
It’s also - this competition is - this announcement, this funding opportunity announcement, it’s not subject to Executive Order 12372 which is intergovernmental review, federal program.

(Carol Heery):
Right.  Thank you. I believe that those were the questions that were forwarded to me by interested members in this group.

Robert Groenendaal:
You’re welcome. We have additional questions as a result of going over the FOA? I assume that most of you looked at the FOA and read through it. If you have a question, you can ask now over this conference call.


It can be also submitted - you see my contact information. It can be emailed to me directly. Okay, I think it’s about a little over the 3:30, and please follow up if you have interest or, again, an inquiry about the competition. Thank you very much for your time.

Woman:
Thanks, (Rob).

Robert Groenendaal:
Yes.
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