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ATTACHMENT A:

Q&A

USAID-RDMA-486-10-035-RFA
Asia Regional Sustainable Landscapes Program 
Geographic Scope

Q.1. On page 20, the RFA lists 12 countries where project funds may be used to provide assistance.  Six countries are listed as candidates for field based demonstration activities: Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea.  Six other countries are listed as sites for regional sharing and replication of best practice, but not for field-based activities: Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Indonesia, Nepal, and the Philippines.  

1.1. Does USAID expect field demonstrations in all six countries: Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea?
USAID: Field-based demonstration activities are expected to occur in most of, and ideally in all of, the six target countries: Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea. Selection and location of specific field-based demonstration activities within these target countries is at the discretion of the applicant, and should be strategically selected in order to achieve the expected results of the program. 

1.2. Please provide an explanation/definition of “field-based activities.” For example, does this mean only landscape-level field demonstrations, or does it also include other types of activities such as training, policy initiatives, workshops and other events?

USAID: “Field-based activities” refer to the piloting or demonstration of forest carbon conservation or REDD-type projects and activities in specific sites, geographies, or landscapes, which will result in actual GHG emissions reductions of at least 3 million tones per year. Other types of activities such as training, policy initiatives, workshops and other events are generally not considered field-based activities.  

1.3. Could USAID be more specific about the types of field-based activities that cannot be implemented in Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Indonesia, Nepal and the Philippines?

USAID: USAID does not expect to support the piloting or demonstration of forest carbon conservation or REDD-type projects and activities in specific sites, geographies, or landscapes in these six countries (Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Indonesia, Nepal and the Philippines).

1.4. Could USAID indicate the amount of resources that should be allocated to field demonstrations?
USAID: The allocation of resources to field demonstrations is at the discretion of the applicant.

Q.2. The RFA states “ that funds under any resulting agreement(s) may be used to provide assistance to the following countries: Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, Papua New Guinea, Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Indonesia, Nepal, and the Philippines,” but that “that field-based demonstration activities may occur in Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea.”  Does USAID expect that the results (see bullets that follow) will be based on the 12 countries or the six?

· National REDD-plus policy, planning, and institutional frameworks at the national, sub-national, and/or local levels are being implemented to support improved and equitable land management in at least four countries; 

· At least three million tons per year of GHG emissions reduced or avoided; 

· At least one million hectares of forest lands under improved management; 

· Replication of best practices, models, and methodologies in at least six countries; and 

· At least $5 million in domestic and international finances are invested in forest environmental services. 

USAID: USAID expects that the minimum expected results outlined in the RFA will be based primarily on the six target countries for field-based demonstration activities (Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea). Replication of best practices can occur in all 12 of the eligible countries.

Q.3. In the Expected Outcomes section on page 18 of the RFA, bullet five states “At least US$5 million in domestic and international finances are invested in forest environmental services.” Can you please clarify if this is a total over the five year period or does it signify a different timeframe (such as per year)?

USAID:  This is a total over the five year program period.
Q.4. All of these [expected results, mentioned in question 2 as well] seems reasonable expectations of a large scale sustainable landscapes project, with one exception: "Replication of best practices...in at least six countries."  Does this mean that a proposed project must operate at transnational scale?  (If our organization is providing support to a large scale sustainable forest management project in Indonesia, and the project meets the other criteria -- informs national and sub-national REDD policy, reduces >3M tCO2 per year, covers >1M hectares, etc.  but only operates in one country – is our organization still eligible to apply under this RFA?).
USAID: This is a regional program that must operate at a ‘transnational scale’, as clearly described in the RFA (see RFA section 3.3, page 18). The proposed program approach should demonstrate innovations in sustainable land management in most of, and ideally in all of, the six target countries identified (e.g. Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea), address how specific pilot actions will inform national policy processes, and demonstrate plans for sharing and replication of best practices between countries through regional platforms (RFA page 3).  Note that Indonesia is not identified as one of the six target countries for field-based demonstration activities. In support of the objective of replicating best practices through regional platforms, the minimum expected result is the “Replication of best practices, models, and methodologies in at least six countries” (RFA page 18).  Replication of best practices must occur in six of the twelve identified countries.  
Q.5. Please clarify whether on page 20, per section 3.4 Geographic Target Area, countries denoted as eligible for field-based activities are also eligible for activities supporting regional sharing and replication of best practices. 
USAID: Yes, countries eligible for field-based activities are also eligible for activities supporting regional sharing and replication of best practices.
Q.6. Section 3.2 defines one expected minimum result of the program as “National REDD-plus policy, planning, and institutional frameworks at the national, sub-national, and/or local levels are being implemented to support improved and equitable land management in at least four countries.”  Please clarify whether these four countries can come from full list of 12 countries in section 3.4, or if it is anticipated that these four countries would come from the sub-set of Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea?

USAID: The (at least) four countries under this minimum expected result would ideally come from the sub-set of six target countries identified for field-based demonstration activities (Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea), but could possibly come from any of the 12 eligible countries.  As noted in the RFA, applicants should address in their application how specific pilot actions would inform national policy processes.
Q.7. On page 20, Section 3.4 of the RFA, it states in which countries field-based demonstration activities may occur and in which “… additional countries regional sharing and replication of best practices (not field-based activities)” could potentially occur. If best practices cannot be replicated at the field level, please clarify at which level this may happen. An illustrative example would be very helpful.

USAID: Best practices can be replicated at the field level in the six target countries (Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and Papua New Guinea).  Regional information sharing and replication of best practices at the national and/or regional levels may occur in all twelve of the eligible countries specified. Regional sharing of best practices does not need to be limited to the field level and could include, for example, replication of specific methodologies developed by the program that have regional application, development and replication of REDD-plus policies, etc., and/or other best practices that are replicated and implemented by organizations other than those directly supported by the program.

Q.8. On page 20, section 3.4 Geographic Target Area, first paragraph: What role will USAID bi-lateral missions and/or US Department of State Embassies play in a) program review process and b) on-going coordination during implementation?  More specifically, the RFA indicates that ‘Program activities expecting to support policy development and implementation of field-based activities in countries with USAID bi-lateral missions will necessitate close cooperation with those missions and their programs.’  It would be helpful if you could clarify the specific role of the bi-lateral missions in these cases.

USAID: a) USAID bilateral missions and/or US Department of State Embassies are not expected to play a role in the application/program review process. b) While program activities in countries with USAID bilateral missions will necessitate close cooperation, the specific role of the bilateral missions in these cases will be country specific and depend on local contexts.  At a minimum, implementation of program activities will need to be coordinated with the relevant stakeholders well in advance, particularly any activities involving host country counterparts, and should seek to complement existing bilateral programs and activities. RDMA and the Recipient(s) will meet with the relevant bilateral Mission(s) after the award is made to confirm coordination procedures. 

Q.9. What are the conditions to calculate the GHG emission results produced by year?  Must they come from the six countries where funding for demonstration activities are allowed?  Must they come from identified projects, at either national, provincial or project-scale?
USAID: The program is expected to result in at least three million tons per year of GHG emissions reduced or avoided. It is expected that these emissions reductions would derive from the field-based demonstration activities in the six target countries. It is up to the discretion of the applicant to demonstrate specifically where these emissions reductions would come from as a result of USAID funding, and how they would be assessed, measured, and accounted for.

Q.10. If the project works on a policy that has impact on the number of GHG emissions reduced or avoided, but the policy support does not include site implementation support because funding comes from non-USG sources, can the impact of the policy outcome be a measurement of GHG emissions?

USAID:  Reduction or avoidance of GHG emissions attributed to the expected result of 3 million tons per year must be the result of field-based activities supported by USAID funding.
Q.11. While it seems the funds can only be spent in the 6 named countries for objective 3 (Demonstrate Innovation in Sustainable Land Management), what are the geographic restrictions for expenditures related to objectives 1, 2 and 4?

USAID: Expenditures related to objectives 1, 2 and 4 can occur in any of the twelve eligible countries.

Q.12. Can smaller, targeted proposals that address only some of the RFP goals be considered, for example, an application focused on only one geographic subregion (e.g. South Asia, or Mekong sub-region)? 
USAID: USAID seeks innovative programs to respond to the challenge of forest sector mitigation in Asia, as outlined in the RFA. Applicants may therefore submit smaller, targeted applications that focus on some of the program’s goals. However, all applications will be reviewed and evaluated for their responsiveness to the selection criteria as outlined in Section B of the RFA. 

U.S.G. Policy

Q.13. What role will alignment with the Copenhagen Accord play in determining country priority for receiving USAID financial support under the sustainable landscapes program?  For example, if a country is identified as having potential to reduce emissions in accordance with the goals of this RFA but has not signed the Copenhagen accord would that make it less of a priority for program funds? 

USAID: All of the twelve countries listed in Section 3.4 of the RFA are eligible for program support, as long as they are not actively opposing the Copenhagen Accord. Applicants should demonstrate strategic selection of priorities for use of program funds as highlighted in Section 3.4.
Q.14. The RFA limits USG funding to those countries that have associated with the Copenhagen Accord. Thailand and the Philippines have not associated with the Accord. In the RFA, it states that field demonstration activities can include Thailand. Please confirm that Thailand will be eligible for field demonstrations. Please define what “limits USG funding” means in terms of applicable activities.

USAID: Please refer to answer to Q.13.
Q.15. Section C, subsection 6 of the RFA reads as follows: 
Section 7081 of the FY 2010 Foreign Operations Appropriations Act (FOAA) contains restrictions on supporting industrial-scale logging, specifically “…That none of the funds appropriated by this Act may be made available, directly or indirectly, to support industrial-scale logging or other industrial-scale resource extraction or sector reform that would promote these activities…” This restriction intends to conserve biodiversity in natural forests, slow deforestation, and improve development outcomes for local communities. The restriction applies specifically to industrial-scale logging in natural tropical forests, and does not apply to tree plantations or forestry activities intended to benefit local communities. Supporting or promoting industrial-scale logging refers to activities intended to subsidize or favor the progression or expansion of industrial-scale logging. Activities which may be of special concern include subsidization of industrial-scale logging; providing services to industrial-scale logging that are not provided equitably to other actors and may provide an advantage to these actors; and sector-reform, land use planning, or forest management plans that expand industrial-scale logging. The requirements of this restriction must be met in this and all USAID programs. Public outreach documents regarding USAID forestry projects should emphasize a community-based approach that does not subsidize or provide special services for industrial-scale logging. Close coordination with RDMA is required to ensure compliance with this restriction and to remain up-to-date of the latest guidance and changing conditions as appropriate.

· Can applicants propose strategies/tasks involving commercial forestry operations which are designed to “… conserve biodiversity in natural forests, slow deforestation, and improve development outcomes for local communities”? 

USAID: Yes, applicants may propose strategies/tasks such as these. However, these strategies/tasks must still meet the conditions outlined in the above paragraph and are not exempted from these restrictions.
· Can applicants propose strategies/tasks involving commercial forestry operations that are NOT “…intended to subsidize or favor the progression or expansion of industrial-scale logging.” Or which do NOT “[subsidize] industrial-scale logging; provid[e] services to industrial-scale logging that are not provided equitably to other actors and may provide an advantage to these actors;”? 

USAID: Yes, applicants may propose strategies/tasks such as these.

· Can applicants propose strategies involving commercial forestry operations designed to “…encourage sector-reform, land use planning, or forest management plans that …” do NOT “…expand industrial-scale logging”?

USAID: Yes, applicants may propose strategies/tasks such as these.

USAID: In relation to the restrictions on supporting industrial-scale logging, applicants are generally encouraged to “emphasize a community-based approach that does not subsidize or provide special services for industrial-scale logging” and to demonstrate how the proposed approach engages forest sector stakeholders in an equitable manner.  Implementation of specific activities related to commercial forestry operations will need to be assessed and approved in advance by USAID on a case-by-base basis, and program activities will need to ensure flexibility to respond to evolving US government policies, circumstances and forthcoming guidance from USAID.
Q.16. Regarding the final paragraph of Section II.A, page 3, can USAID provide additional guidance on the current status of USG policy about supporting programs that may generate, verify, or set standards for carbon credits or national credit levels, as well as guidance on USAID directives regarding the appropriate use of government funds for mechanisms involving carbon transactions or investments?

USAID: No, at this time USAID cannot provide additional guidance to that already provided in the RFA on current USG policy related to the setting of standards for carbon credits or national credit levels, or for carbon transactions or investments.  Additional guidance will be forthcoming from Washington in the near future and program Recipient(s) will be expected to comply with this, and all other relevant guidance, once finalized.

Q.17. Does RDMA have a position on the promotion of the voluntary carbon market vs. the UNFCCC REDD-plus framework?  In instances where the two are disconnected, is there a preference between national level REDD+ policy work and on-the-ground projects destined for the voluntary market?

USAID: RDMA does not have a position on the promotion of the voluntary carbon market versus the UNFCCC REDD-plus framework. Due to the ongoing nature of the global climate change negotiations, proposed programs should maintain a degree of flexibility to respond to evolving circumstances and emerging opportunities, and should take into account local and country contexts. The allocation of resources between policy work and on-the-ground projects is at the discretion of the applicant (see Q.1.4.).
Expected Outcomes
Q.18. Does USAID expect the GHG emissions and hectare results to be achieved in each year including the first, or to be achieved cumulatively over 5 years? Does that mean 15 million tons over 5 years or is it 3 million tons maintained over the lifetime of the project?
USAID: USAID expects that over the five-year life of the program, at least three million tons per year of GHG emissions will be reduced or avoided, resulting in an expected 15 million tons total.

Q.19. “Expected outcomes” included in the call include: At least one million hectares of forest lands under improved management. How are forest lands under improved management defined - does this include both protected areas as well as managed production forests?

USAID: “Improved management” includes activities that promote enhanced management of forests and natural resources for one or more objectives, such as sustaining soil, water, and/or timber resources, mitigating climate change, and/or promoting sustainable forest management or agriculture. Management should be guided by a stakeholder-endorsed process following principles of sustainable natural resources management (NRM), improved human and institutional capacity for sustainable NRM, access to better information for decision-making, and/or adoption of sustainable NRM practices. Improved management may occur in both protected areas as well as managed production forests (see Question 15 related to restrictions on ‘supporting industrial-scale logging’). 

USAID Standard Foreign Assistance Indicators relevant for this program (including indicators related to improved management of forest lands) can be found at http://www.state.gov/f/indicators/  Economic Growth Indicators and Definitions, under Natural Resources and Biodiversity (program element 8.1).

Q.20. In the Expected Outcomes section on page 18 of the RFA, bullet two states, “At least 3 million tons per year of GHG emissions reduced or avoided.” Can we assume that the outcome will be 15 million tons reduced or avoided over the life of project of five years and that targets of 3 million tons per year are flexible as long as the total adds up to 15 million tons by the end of the project? Please state if these need to be estimates based on carbon measurements of sites or if these need to be validated or verified tons.

USAID: USAID expects that over the five-year life of the program, at least three million tons per year of GHG emissions will be reduced or avoided, resulting in an expected 15 million tons total. Whether these emissions reductions are estimates or validated or verified is at the discretion of the applicant. 
Application instructions
Q.21. On page 5, Section A, point II H. the RFA recommends the applicant organize our proposal according to the selection/evaluation criteria outlined in Section B. Later, on page 7, Section A, point II K. suggests an outline for the technical proposal which has a different list and ordering of proposal components. What is the preferred technical proposal outline? 
USAID: The technical proposal may follow the outline provided on page 7, ensuring that it responds to the RFA and with the Section B selection criteria in mind. 

Q.22. While USAID's instruction "not to exceed 20 typed, double-spaced pages" is unambiguous, we have not previously seen such a strict limitation for a large, complex USAID regional-level RFA. Would USAID please confirm the double-spaced requirement?

USAID: The technical application narrative should not exceed 20 typed, double-spaced pages, Times New Roman 12 point font. Supporting information (such as the Implementation Schedule, draft work plan, draft Performance Management Plan, evidence of Institutional Capabilities, and Curriculum Vitae for Key Personnel) may be included as annexes.

Q.23. Does the 20 page limit for the technical proposal include the Implementation Work Plan and Schedule? Or can the Work Plan and Schedule be included as an Annex?  
USAID: The Implementation Schedule and Work Plan may be included as an Annex.

Q.24. Page 3, Section A., point II, C. Is the Implementation Schedule a separate document from the Implementation or Work Plan? If so, is there a preferred or standard format for the Implementation Schedule?

USAID: Yes, the implementation schedule and the work plan are separate documents.  The implementation schedule should summarize the schedule for program activities, outputs, and outcomes by year for the entire program, while the work plan should provide specific details for activities in the first year of implementation only.  There is no standard format for the Implementation Schedule. Applicants may provide this information in narrative or table format, although table format is preferred.
Q.25. On page 5, Section A., point II, E. it states the draft Performance Management Plan shall include annual and end-of-program indicators and targets. The same paragraph also states that applicants should provide draft targets for the first 12 months but subsequent year targets will be negotiated with USAID/RDMA during work plan development. Should applications include draft “end-of-program” targets or only draft targets for the first 12 months?  

USAID: Applicants should include both draft targets for the first 12 months, as well as “end-of-program” targets.

Q.26. Please confirm if we need to include the sample indicator table shown on page 28 of the RFA in an annex as part of the proposal.  Should we submit the indicator tables excluding the sections on “data sources,” “data verification,” “measurement notes,” and “indicator applies to”? Would it be acceptable to submit a streamlined version of the table on page 28?  

USAID: A draft Performance Management Plan is to be included as an annex, and should include draft indicators and targets for the first 12 months, as well as “end-of-program” targets. For purposes of this application, it is acceptable to submit a streamlined version of the table on page 28, which does not need to include sections on “data sources,” “data verification,” “measurement notes,” and “indicator applies to.”
Q.27. Does RDMA have specific guidance on the Performance Monitoring Plan (PMP) format? Page 27 of the RFA lists illustrative performance indicators. Please clarify if all listed indicators must be included in the Performance Management Plan. 
USAID: The format for the draft PMP in the application is at the discretion of the applicant. Illustrative performance indicators presented on page 27 are for illustrative purposes only. The applicant should propose indicators that are most relevant and appropriate for demonstrating and monitoring achievements of their specific proposed program. Within 60 days following award, the Recipient(s) will be required to submit a full draft PMP consistent with USAID guidelines for approval.
Q.28. In Section B Selection Criteria  (page 12-13 of the RFA), four evaluation criteria are given, including Technical Approach, Management Plan and Key Personnel, Institutional Capabilities, and Past Performance.  The suggested outline for the technical application (page 7) includes these sections except for Institutional Capabilities.  Should the Institutional Capabilities section be included in the 20 page narrative or in Annex A Relevant Past Performance, or as a separate Annex?  If the Institutional Capabilities section should be included in the 20 page narrative, please indicate where USAID would like us to include this.
USAID: Evidence of Institutional Capabilities should be included in Annex A Relevant Past Performance.
Q.29. Page 7 refers to only three annexes to be included –should applicants include signed letters of commitment from proposed partner organizations in an Annex?

USAID: Yes, signed letters of commitment from proposed partner organizations should be included in an Annex. The reference to annexes acts as a guideline of what is to be included in the application.
Q.30. On page 6, Section A, point II J. 1. It says “Indicate the names and provide resumes of all important managerial and technical personnel to be assigned to this program activity.” Is this sentence referring to Key Personnel or should we also include names and resumes of important personnel beyond the key personnel? Also, can key personnel be listed as TBD? 
USAID: This sentence is referring to key personnel. CVs are only required for key personnel. Key personnel can be listed as TBD but as key personnel will be evaluated, it is in the best interest of applicants to name Key Personnel. In addition, it is acceptable (although not required) to summarize the names and qualification of additional staff beyond key personnel.

Q.31. Please confirm that letters of commitment are only required for key personnel and should be included in Annex B. 

USAID: Confirmed. Letters of commitment are only required for key personnel and should be included in Annex B.

Q.32. Please specify if Contractor Employee Biographical Data Sheets are required as part of the cost proposal for Key Personnel – or for all personnel that appear in the budget. 
USAID: Contractor Employee Biographical Data Sheets are required as part of the cost proposal for Key Personnel.
Q.33. Regarding the Cost Application Format (page 8-9), please clarify whether items B-H (NICRA, certs/reps, evidence of responsibility, etc) should be submitted only by the prime applicant, or also any major sub-awardees (over 25% of budget).
USAID: NICRAs should be submitted for major subgrantees. No other information is required. However, for major subgrantees, please refer to J.3 and 4 on pages 6 and page 7 of the RFA for more details. 
Q.34. The cover letter of the RFA states that “applicants may upload application to www.grants.gov” and “applicants may submit their applications by e-mail attachment.” Does this mean that applicants can choose either grants.gov or e-mail attachment for electronic submission? 

USAID: Electronic submission is preferred. If an applicant wishes to upload their applications on www.grants.gov, then a copy of the same applications should be emailed to RDMA. 

Q.35. Our organization's Bangkok office will deliver hard copies as required; however, our signature authority is located outside of Bangkok. Do you accept electronic signature?

USAID: Yes, electronic signature can be accepted.
Q.36. Please provide clarification on the Geographic Code for this program (page 10). We respectfully request USAID/RDMA to use geographic code 935 for the procurement associated with this program.

USAID: The Geographic Code for this program is 000 (US only). However, the following Standard Provision “Local Procurement” will be included in the award to the winning bidder.
C.20 LOCAL PROCUREMENT (APRIL 1998)

   (a) Financing local procurement involves the use of appropriated funds to finance the procurement of goods and services supplied by local businesses, dealers or producers, with payment normally being in the currency of the cooperating country.

   (b) Locally financed procurements must be covered by source and nationality waivers as set forth in 22 CFR 228, Subpart F, except as provided for in mandatory standard provision, "USAID Eligibility Rules for Goods and Services," or when one of the following exceptions applies:

     (1) Locally available commodities of U.S. origin, which are otherwise eligible for financing, if the value of the transaction is estimated not to exceed $100,000 exclusive of transportation costs.

     (2) Commodities of geographic code 935 origin if the value of the transaction does not exceed the local currency equivalent of $5,000.

     (3) Professional Services Contracts estimated not to exceed $250,000.

     (4) Construction Services Contracts estimated not to exceed $5,000,000.

     (5) Commodities and services available only in the local economy (no specific per transaction value applies to this category). This category includes the following items:

       (i) Utilities including fuel for heating and cooking, waste disposal and trash collection;

       (ii) Communications - telephone, telex, fax, postal and courier services;

       (iii) Rental costs for housing and office space;

       (iv) Petroleum, oils and lubricants for operating vehicles and equipment;

       (v) Newspapers, periodicals and books published in the cooperating country;

       (vi) Other commodities and services and related expenses that, by their nature or as a practical matter, can only be acquired, performed, or incurred in the cooperating country, e.g., vehicle maintenance, hotel accommodations, etc.

   (c) The coverage on ineligible and restricted goods and services in the mandatory standard provision entitled, "USAID Eligible Services," also apply to local procurement.

   (d) This provision will be included in all subagreements where local procurement of goods or services is a supported element.

Q.37. What is the anticipated start-up date for this program that should be used for the budget?

USAID: December 1, 2010 may be used as the anticipated start date for budgeting purposes.

Q.38. Is the US$20,000,000 amount the limit for one cooperation agreement or is it the limit of the whole portfolio which could be allocated to one or more cooperation agreements? 

USAID: As mentioned in the RFA, USAID may award one or more cooperative agreements. $20 million is the total funds available for this program as per the RFA.
Q.39. The RFP notes that "a award" (indicating one) will be made. Does USAID anticipate issuing only one award, or may more than one cooperative agreement award be made?  
USAID: On page 10 of the RFA, section IV. AGREEMENT AWARD clearly states that “The Government may award one or more cooperative agreements resulting from this RFA to the responsible applicant(s) whose application(s) conforming to this RFA offers the greatest value in terms of the selection criteria (see Section B of this RFA). The Government may (a) reject any or all applications, (b) accept other than the lowest cost application, (c) accept more than one application, (d) accept alternate applications, and (e) waive informalities and minor irregularities in applications received.”

Q.40. The RFA states on page 4 that “RDMA requires that the Chief of Party be based in Bangkok in order to facilitate management and coordination with RDMA.”  Would it be possible to have a COP with strong REDD experience in the region and based in a contiguous country with Thailand plus have the ability to spend up to 50% of their time in Bangkok as well as travel to Bangkok as needed (one hour flight) thereby achieving the mission’s goal to maintain a close relationship with RMDA?.

USAID: Please submit an application that best responds to the RFA. 
Q.41. Is it acceptable to submit the electronic versions of the narrative and cost proposals in pdf format?

USAID: Yes this is acceptable, however, please submit one copy of the budget in excel format.
Q.42. Under what circumstances would USAID entertain more than one award?

USAID: Applicants may submit more than one application at their discretion. 
Q.43. Please confirm whether organizations and key personnel entering into consortia must be exclusive, or whether they can participate in multiple bids.
USAID: Organizations and key personnel are not required to enter into exclusive agreements and applicants must not require this of personnel or sub-partners. 
Q.44. The RFA states that the Executive summary and Goals and Objectives sections of the narrative fall outside the 20 page maximum for the technical approach. Please confirm that this is the case, and whether the cover page, table of contents and acronyms are in addition to the 20 pages.

USAID: As per page 7 of the RFA, the Executive Summary and Goals and Objectives are included in the 20 page limit; the title page and table of contents are not included in the 20 page limit.  
Applicant eligibility

Q.45. Are international organizations such as UN agencies allowed to be partners/co-applicants in the submission of the application?
USAID: Yes, international organizations such as UN agencies are allowed to be partners/co-applicants in the application. 

Q.46. If a PIO is recognized differently in different countries, for example, in one country recognized as a PIO and in another recognized as an international organization, please advise eligibility.

USAID: Per ADS 308.3.1, the Office of Personnel Management maintains a list of international organizations under the Federal Employees International Organizations Service Act to which U.S. Government employees may be assigned. It is USAID’s policy to use this list for the purpose of designating PIOs. Organizations not on this lis will be considered as an NGO for purposes of this RFA.
Q.47. Will US-based applicants and non-US applicants be given equal weighting by the evaluation team?

USAID: Yes. 
Q.48. You have specified a list of countries eligible to apply under section XII. Country Restrictions but there is a clause in there that states 'Assistance provided to any other country must receive the approval of the Agreement Officer in writing'. Does this mean that other countries such as Pakistan can apply if written approval is given. What is the process of obtaining this approval?

Is it possible for Pakistan to apply with other eligible countries such as Cambodia and Vietnam for policy level work?

USAID: Pakistan is not eligible under this RFA.

Q.49. Is this solicitation restricted to commercial entities?

USAID: There is no restriction for commercial entities, however, no profit or fee can be earned under this RFA.

Q.50. We have been approached by several US organizations to partner with them on this particular RFA and thus, would like to know whether it is possible to be a partner on multiple bids for the same RFA.

USAID: Yes, it is possible to partner with more than one US organization.
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B. THE ABOVE NUMBERED CONTRACT/ORDER IS MODIFIED TO REFLECT THE ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES                                                                                





SET FORTH IN ITEM 14, PURSUANT TO THE AUTHORITY OF FAR 43.103(b).





  RESULT IN REJECTION OF YOUR OFFER.  If by virtue of this amendment you desire to change an offer already submitted, such change may be made





  by telegram or letter, provided each telegram or letter makes reference to the solicitation and this amendment, and is received prior to the opening hour





  and date specified.





C. THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT IS ENTERED INTO PURSUANT TO AUTHORITY OF:





D. OTHER





BY





Contractor





16C. DATE SIGNED





14. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION





16B. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA





Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions of the document referenced in Item 9A or 10A, as heretofore changed, remains unchanged and in full force and effect.





15A. NAME AND TITLE OF SIGNER





16A. NAME AND TITLE OF CONTRACTING OFFICER





15B. CONTRACTOR/OFFEROR





STANDARD FORM 30 





STANDARD FORM 30 





(Type or print)





(Type or print)





(Organized by UCF section headings, including solicitation/contract subject matter where feasible.)





(No., street, county, State and ZIP Code)





(If other than Item 6)





(Specify type of modification and authority)





(such as changes in paying office, appropriation date, etc.)





(If required)





(If applicable)





(SEE ITEM 11)





(SEE ITEM 13)





(X)





(X)





13. THIS ITEM APPLIES ONLY TO MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACTS/ORDERS,





IT  MODIFIES THE CONTRACT/ORDER NO. AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 14.





11. THIS ITEM ONLY APPLIES TO AMENDMENTS OF SOLICITATIONS





AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION/MODIFICATION OF CONTRACT





(Signature of person authorized to sign)





(Signature of Contracting Officer)





                                                          cb





  1





  11





1





    September 21, 2010














�


USAID/RDMA


Athenee Tower, 25th Floor


63 Wireless Road, Lumpini, Pathuwan


Bangkok Thailand 10330 














To all Offerors/Bidders





USAID-RDMA-486-10-035-RFA





09-03-2010





X





X





X





The purpose of this RFA amendment is to provide answers to questions received regarding this RFA.





Answers are detailed in Attachment A of this Amendment.





All other terms and conditions indicated in the RFA issued on September 03, 2010 remain unchanged.





Craig Riegler





Regional Agreement Officer








