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With funding through the Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act
Announces

A Request for Proposals (RFP) PRIVATE 


To Conduct Research in Support of the
Lake Tahoe Restoration Act and the
Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program
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Opening October 2, 2007

Closing November 28, 2007 at 4:30 p.m.
Notice: There are significant changes in the requirements for proposals. Please read the RFP carefully.
This request for proposals (RFP) contains the following specific subthemes:

	Theme
	Subtheme

	Air Quality
	Lake Tahoe Atmospheric Modeling System

	Air Quality
	Transportation

	Forest Management & Fuels Reduction
	Impact of Fire on Air and Water Quality

	Forest Management & Fuels Reduction
	Fires and Fuels

	Forest Management & Fuels Reduction
	Recreation

	Forest Management & Fuels Reduction
	Evaluation of Stream & Meadow Restoration Effectiveness

	Water Quality
	Water Quality Modeling

	Water Quality
	Best Management Practices

	Water Quality
	Roadway Pollutants

	Water Quality
	Nearshore-Shoreline Ecology, Processes, and Stressors

	Climate Change
	Climate Change and Application of Predictive Models
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PRIVATE 
A. Proposal Submission

Proposals must be received by November 28, 2007 at 4:30 p.m. There will be no exceptions to this closing date.

· Proposals must be complete and follow the formatting requirements set forth in this RFP.
· The proposal must clearly state the primary subtheme addressed. Proposals will be judged in the context of this one subtheme.
PROPOSALS THAT DO NOT FOLLOW THESE GUIDELINES WILL NOT BE

CONSIDERED FOR FUNDING AND WILL NOT BE SUBMITTED FOR PEER REVIEW.

You can apply via the www.grants.gov website OR you can submit an electronic (PDF) file containing all required documents via e-mail or on a compact disk mailed to:

Jonathan W. Long

Biologist/Tahoe Basin Research Program Manager
Pacific Southwest Research Station

Tahoe Environmental Research Center, 3rd Floor

291 Country Club Drive

Incline Village, NV 89451

(775) 881-7560 x. 7482
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An email confirmation of submission will be sent to the primary author within one week of receipt.

Any questions should be directed to Jonathan W. Long at the above address.
B. Areas of Interest

Background
The American public has made an important commitment to protect, preserve and enhance the Lake Tahoe Basin through a number of initiatives with participation from federal, state, local, tribal and non-governmental organizations. This commitment is intended to ensure the maintenance and restoration of Lake Tahoe for future generations. This commitment to the Lake’s conservation has been put into action through a multi-agency initiative known as the Environmental Improvement Program (EIP). This program entails a wide variety of management and research projects intended to direct efforts to conserve and restore water and air quality, forest health, fish and wildlife, recreation and scenic views in the Lake Tahoe Basin.
Launched in conjunction with the 1997 Lake Tahoe Presidential Forum, the Environmental Improvement Program (EIP) provides a strategy to achieve the environmental goals for the Lake Tahoe Basin. The EIP strategy builds on the capital improvement approaches that have been underway within the region for almost 20 years. This strategy is designed to accomplish, maintain or exceed multiple environmental goals and develop a more integrated, proactive approach to environmental management. 

The environmental goals of the Lake Tahoe Region are defined using thresholds, which are standards established to protect the natural environment and to maintain public health and safety within the region. The nine threshold categories are: 1) water quality, 2) wildlife, 3) soil conservation, 4) scenic resources, 5) air quality, 6) recreation, 7) vegetation, 8) noise, and 9) fisheries. For more information about the Lake Tahoe EIP and associated thresholds please visit: http://www.trpa.org/default.aspx?tabindex=10&tabid=227 
Although the majority of investments in the Lake Tahoe Basin address capital projects, program needs, and operations and maintenance needs, there is a specific and important role for research to address key uncertainties. Scientific research has played a key role at Lake Tahoe in developing environmental thresholds, identifying trends in threshold attainment, and informing policy decisions. The Lake Tahoe Restoration Act of 2000 mandates use of the best available science to prioritize and evaluate restoration projects to meet those environmental thresholds. Therefore, research projects funded through this program need to help answer the most pressing management questions facing land managers and regulatory agencies in the Lake Tahoe Basin and to promote more effective capital improvement projects. Great strides have been made in recent years to ensure that scientific research is applicable to agency goals.
Pressing science information needs are currently described in the draft Science Plan for the Tahoe Basin (http://www.tahoescience.org/). Guided by this plan, the Tahoe Science Consortium (TSC), State, Federal, and Local government representatives have collaboratively chosen four major research themes and associated sub-themes in response to needs expressed by the management and policy officials within the Basin. These themes are intended to address evolving research needs in the Basin. Project proponents should consult the draft Science Plan to ensure that their proposed research directly addresses needs that are current and specific to the Tahoe Basin. In the case of water quality-related proposals, proponents should also review documents that explain the development of a Lake Tahoe sediment and nutrient Total Maximum Daily Load, which are available at: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/TMDL/Tahoe/Tahoe_Index.htm 
Science Themes and Funding Allocations

The Pacific Southwest Research Station, USDA Forest Service (PSW) is requesting that interested researchers submit proposals for funding within the four science theme areas listed below. The order of themes and subthemes does not reflect priorities. A total of $3.75 million has been identified for science activities in this round of funding. However, $325,000 of this funding will be used to support the continuing activities of the TSC, and approximately $257,000 will be used to cover PSW costs for providing program and administrative support to the entire process. Thus, a total of $3.168 million is available to fund new research directly related to the themes and sub-themes described below. Each theme has a target level of funding, indicated below. Actual funding levels for each theme may vary approximately 10% from targeted levels depending on proposals received and the amount requested by theme.
Expectations for All Proposals
Produce meaningful results within set timeframes: Proposal budgets should be capable of supporting the project for its entire duration. If a proposed project spans more than one year, funding for all years should be requested in the initial proposal. Proposals must be completed within a timeframe of 3 years or less, with an estimated start date of June 2008 (the actual start date is subject to change). All projects must be capable of producing meaningful scientific results given the funding provided. Anticipated follow-up projects will have to compete for additional funding in subsequent rounds.
Use existing datasets and models when possible: Proposals should leverage existing datasets, models, model elements, and other efforts to the extent possible. Existing data can be analyzed and synthesized to further understand environmental processes, conditions and trends; in particular, these analyses should aim to extract possibly unknown, yet critical, information from existing data sets. Proposals seeking to build new models or refine existing ones should explain how they expand upon or depart from models that already exist.
Engage management entities and other stakeholders: Proposals should include provisions to ensure that relevant stakeholders in the Lake Tahoe Basin will be engaged early and throughout the research project. Specifically, lead scientists should plan to engage with representatives of management agencies in the Basin to discuss how research outputs could be tailored to improve future management. PSW expects to work with each successful project proponent to share their findings with managers and other researchers in the Lake Tahoe basin. Proposals should consider these expectations in their deliverables, budgets, and timetables.
Theme 1: Air Quality (Target of $693,000)
Subtheme: Lake Tahoe Atmospheric Modeling System

Policy Issue: The TRPA 2006 Threshold Evaluation report (available at http://www.tiims.org/Content/BasinTopics/thresholds.asp) found that the Tahoe Basin was not attaining standards for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulates. Air deposition of nitrogen, phosphorous, and find sediment is an important contributor of pollutants to Lake Tahoe. Managers and decision-makers need better tools to understand and predict the consequences of actions or policies that may exacerbate or improve air quality conditions.

This sub-theme is intended to develop and validate a model that can be used to evaluate strategies to improve air quality in the basin and reduce the impact of the atmospheric deposition of nitrogen, phosphorus, and sediment on Lake Tahoe's water clarity. The modeling system must incorporate modules to assess pollutant transport, transformation, and deposition, along with simulating the complex meteorology present in the basin. Further, the system must be compatible with the emissions inventory developed for the basin and be capable of evaluating and assessing the impacts of nutrient and air-borne dust reduction projects, in-basin versus out-of-basin pollutant impacts, fires, and abatement strategies on pollutant concentrations and deposition.

Subtheme: Transportation

Policy Issue: Managers require improved information on the effects of various transportation policies on air quality, including refined estimates of elasticities and emissions.
Studies of many different transportation/transit options (e.g., private vehicles, buses, water taxis, etc.) are needed to understand the effects of incentives or disincentives. Research needs in this area include determining how people and their travel behavior would respond to
a) changes in prices of parking or gasoline
b) special vehicle use fees
c) increased or decreased congestion
d) mandatory public transit to certain heavily-visited destinations
e) incentives to ride public transit or rideshare
Research needs in this area also include studies to better quantify the link between vehicle trips and emissions including examination of
a) the marginal impact of a vehicle trip on re-entrained dust
b) the relationship of trip location and atmospheric deposition to the lake (e.g., do trips made further from the lake have less impact?)
c) differences in summer versus winter emissions
d) differences in emissions by type of vehicle
Subtheme: Impact of Fire on Air and Water Quality

Policy Issue: There is much uncertainly associated with the air and water quality impacts of prescribed fires. It is thought that greater use of prescribed burning could hinder or reverse the effects of other substantial efforts to improve air and water quality in the Tahoe Basin.

This sub-theme is intended to improve our knowledge and understanding of the contribution of fire to pollutant levels in the basin. Potential studies must be related to
a) transport and deposition of aerosols from prescribed burns
b) impact of residential wood combustion during winter

c) detailed chemical and physical measurements of emissions from prescribed burns
d) impact of alternative treatments (e.g., chipping, mastication, or biomass energy generation) on emissions, as compared to prescribed burns

Theme 2: Forest Management, Fuels Reduction, and Stream and Meadow Restoration (Target of $990,000)

Subtheme: Fires and Fuels

Policy Issue: There is clear policy direction to address the excessive fuel loads in Lake Tahoe Basin forests. Although major efforts have begun, there is much uncertainty about the effects and effectiveness of forest fuel treatment options.

Research is needed to increase our understanding in the following areas:

a) effectiveness of fuels treatment in reducing fuels and changing fire behavior
b) effects of fuels treatment on forest-associated species
c) effects of fuels treatment on forest restoration objectives (e.g., forest succession or old forest characteristics)
d) historical conditions (disturbance regime, vegetation, and plant and animal populations) and their role in defining desired conditions for forest restoration (e.g., large trees and snags, vertical structure, plant and animal populations, or processes and functions)
e) effectiveness of fuels treatment on riparian ecosystem restoration and effects on water quality
f) development and testing of effective and efficient monitoring and associated indicators to provide timely feedback on project and cumulative effects of fuels treatment
Subtheme: Evaluation of Stream & Meadow Restoration Effectiveness

Policy Issue: Managers need an evaluation of the effectiveness of past stream and meadow restoration projects in the Lake Tahoe Basin with regard to goals such as restoring geomorphic function, restoring ecological function, and reducing potential sediment contributions to Lake Tahoe. Many stream and meadow restoration projects have been implemented in the Tahoe Basin in recent years, with differing goals and outcomes. Most implementing agencies are conducting implementation and effectiveness monitoring, but there have been few interagency efforts to pool the monitoring results or synthesize common findings (one notable exception is the Upper Truckee River Watershed Advisory Group, UTRWAG) and there has been minimal involvement in such efforts by scientists from the research community.

Research proposals under this sub-theme should aim to evaluate the effectiveness of past stream and meadow restoration activities with regard to the intended benefits; analyze the results and provide a report to management agencies that will help them to improve prioritizing and implementing stream and meadow restoration projects in the future. The expected product is a document that contains clear statements regarding
a) intended benefits of each restoration project evaluated
b) protocols used for effectiveness monitoring of those projects
c) data and analysis of the evaluation results
d) discussion of the ramifications of the effectiveness of the evaluated projects
e) recommendations of additional parameters or protocols that could be used to fill data gaps found in existing monitoring plans regarding project effectiveness
Subtheme: Recreation

Policy Issue: Tahoe Basin recreation capacity standards are outdated and are not applicable to both developed and dispersed recreation. Policy makers need new and specific information as a basis for new standards.

Recreation capacity is a multifaceted topic. Capacity standards must reflect social values related to environmental quality and recreational experience, and are further informed by institutional and infrastructural capacity. Research in this area should support the development of capacity guidelines for developed and dispersed recreation sites. Proposals should address one or more aspects of capacity, including
a) developing environmental carrying capacity guidelines (e.g., environmental limits of acceptable change) for specific geographic settings based on recreation activities currently allowed or proposed
b) examining social preferences related to crowding in different recreational settings in order to manage for a high quality recreation experience
c) identifying and assessing systems for capacity planning that could augment or replace the Person At One Time (PAOT) system
d) optimizing the design and infrastructure (e.g., parking, access, or transit options) of recreation facilities found in mountain communities
Theme 3: Water Quality (Target of $1,089,000)

Subtheme: Water Quality Modeling

Policy Issue: Environmental water quality will soon be managed and regulated using a total maximum daily load (TMDL) approach. Managers and decision-makers need tools to understand and predict the consequences of actions (e.g., urban development and erosion control programs) that may exacerbate or improve water quality conditions in Lake Tahoe.

This sub-theme is intended to develop a centralized effort to fill key knowledge gaps, develop new modeling products, evaluate/validate/update existing modeling tools, and apply these models to help agencies make key water quality management decisions. Key areas that require scientific support include, but are not limited to
a) developing a full conceptual understanding of the important environmental processes with their subsequent incorporation into models
b) developing new models
c) revising and updating of existing models based on new information
d) evaluating existing models to insure that process algorithms, input data and numeric coefficients are justified
e) validating models using Tahoe-specific monitoring data
f) developing linkages between models where appropriate
g) evaluating and updating model input data
h) applying models to assist in the formulation of management strategies and inform policy choices

i) developing an approach for using monitoring and modeling to evaluate progress towards meeting TMDL pollutant reduction goals
Subtheme: Best Management Practices

Policy Issue: Established programs are making substantial investments in infrastructure to implement best management practices (BMP). However the unique environment and severe land use constraints may reduce cost effectiveness and result in uncertainties regarding the selection of project alternatives.

Capital investment to install and retrofit BMPs is the primary strategy for reducing pollutant loads reaching Lake Tahoe from storm water runoff and soil erosion. This sub-theme is intended to help address the knowledge gaps related to BMP design and implementation, and develop a regional monitoring program to evaluate effectiveness at the watershed to basin scales. Key areas that require scientific support include, but are not limited to
a) BMP implementation, operations and maintenance for water quality treatment
b) simulation of long-term management strategies
c) development and application of new technologies
d) source control and soil restoration
e) enhancement of BMP design to target pollutants of concern
f) design of an integrated, cost effective regional monitoring program that is based on regulatory information needs and answers key questions related to pollutant reduction
Subtheme: Roadway Pollutants

Policy Issue: Substantial investments in roadway pollution control projects will be made over the next decade. New information is needed in the short-term to maximize the success of future actions.

Roads and highways are a vital component of the Tahoe Basin infrastructure; however, there is some evidence to suggest they can also produce and convey polluted runoff. Key areas that require scientific support include, but are not limited to
a) understanding the specific sources of fine sediment, nitrogen and phosphorus associated with roads
b) determining the contributions of secondary roads relative to those from regional highways
c) tracking the transport of pollutants from the roads to the receiving water bodies
d) understanding the importance of roadside features such as soft shoulders, unpaved parking areas, curbs and drop-inlets on pollutant generation
e) evaluating the impact of traffic volume and patterns on pollutant generation
f) evaluating BMP options
g) understanding the role of road dust generation and the extent of its deposition onto the surface of Lake Tahoe

h) developing a regional monitoring system to understand the local to basin-wide effects of actions taken
i) developing a comprehensive water quality management system for roads
Subtheme: Nearshore-Shoreline Ecology, Processes, and Stressors

Policy Issue: Managers need increased understanding of nearshore processes and quantification of the stressors affecting nearshore habitats

Research under this sub-theme would aim to address uncertainties and gaps in knowledge regarding oxide of nitrogen (NOx) from boat emissions and their direct depositions into Lake Tahoe as nitrogen available for algal production. It may also include research to enhance our understanding of littoral processes and support the development of the nearshore clarity and aesthetic indicators and standards. Additional research needs in the nearshore may include understanding the ecology, nutrient requirements and sources for increase attached algae growth.

Theme 4: Climate Change (Target of $396,000)

Subtheme: Climate Change and Application of Predictive Models

Policy Issue: Future climate changes are predicted to have substantial environmental and economic consequences. New and expanding tools are needed to inform policy makers about how future climate change will specifically affect the Lake Tahoe Basin and provide information that can lead to proactive policy alternatives.

Research under this sub-theme should aim to analyze new and existing data that will lead to information that can be used to improve the ability of existing models to account for and estimate the effects of climate change. The research should aim to help prioritize which model parameters are important, what should be measured, and what information is needed to parameterize and calibrate existing models. Factors that could be considered relate to meteorology, air quality, water quality, terrestrial vegetation and habitat composition. Research should yield calibrated and verified models that can be used and applied by agencies throughout the Basin. 
C. Proposal Format and Content Requirements
Proposals must use at least 10-point font and 1” margins. The proposal must specify methodologies, deliverables, and strategies for interacting with land managers in sufficient detail to allow an informed reader to assess the proposal's validity in addressing the science subthemes. The proposal narrative is limited to seven pages. Up to six figures may be included in the proposal to explain important project elements. Curriculum Vitae should be no longer than two pages per investigator. 
Reporting. To comply with the requirements of the SNPLMA program, all funded projects will be required to submit brief updates on project accomplishments and invoices on a quarterly basis, by the 1st of September, December, March, and June. Proposals should include these quarterly reports in the project timelines.

. 

Indirect Cost Limits and Pass-through Funds: Indirect costs should not exceed 20% of total budget for in-house costs. Indirect costs should not exceed 10% on any monies that are passed through under a subcontract. Proposals must provide detailed budgets for any subcontracts or subawards. All indirect costs must be shown as a separate line item.
Proposal Submission. University researchers are advised to submit their proposals through their university’s sponsored projects office.

Permits. Where necessary or anticipated, applicants should provide documentation to demonstrate that they have or will be obtaining state and federal regulatory permits, and private-landowner written approval to meet the needs of the proposal.

Requirements for Applying through Grants.gov website. Applicants may file an electronic application at the www.grants.gov website. If so, you must complete the steps below. Anyone who is awarded funding will eventually have to complete these steps (see Section E: Award Process); however, you do not have to complete these steps now if you apply directly through e-mail or mail.

· furnish a DUNS number obtained by contacting Dun and Bradstreet at 1-866-705-5711. A DUNS number will be provided quickly by telephone at no charge. A DUNS number can also be obtained on-line at www.dnb.com
· register in the Central Contractor Registry (CCR), by going to www.ccr.gov and following the instructions provided on line, or by calling the CCR Assistance Center at 1-888-227-2423
· submit an SF-424 (Application for Federal Assistance) package
· furnish their tax identification number
· designate a financial institution or an authorized payment agent through which a federal payment may be made in accordance with US Treasury Regulations, Money and Finance at 31 CFR 208
Required Format: Deviation from the content and format instructions will disqualify the proposal. All pages must have a minimum of 10 point font size and 1” margins.
	Item and Content
	Length and format

	I. Title Page
	1 page

	a. Project Title 
	

	b. Theme and sub-theme targeted by the proposal (choose only one subtheme)
	

	c. Principal Investigator(s): name, institution, address, phone, fax number, and email address
	

	d. Grants contact person: name, phone and fax number, and email address
	

	e. Total funding requested
	

	f. Total value of in-kind and financial contributions
	

	II. Proposal Narrative 
	Maximum of 7 pages, single-spaced (longer proposals will not be reviewed)

	a. Justification statement
	

	b. Background and problem statement
	

	c. Goals, objectives, and hypotheses to be tested
	

	d. Approach, methodology and location of research
	

	e. Strategy for engaging with managers
	

	f. Deliverables/products
	

	g. Schedule of milestones/deliverables (include quarterly progress reports and invoicing)
	

	III. Figures (optional) for project locations, schematics, sample model outputs, etc. (Note that any figures included in the narrative will be counted as part of the page limit for Section II.)
	Up to 6 figures

	IV. Budget (Requested and contributed funds)
	Up to 1 page for each year of requested funding. For multi-year projects, also include a budget with cost breakdown for each year of the project so all project costs are displayed.

	a. Salaries for PI(s), post-doctoral associates, graduate students, and technicians
	

	b. Fringe Benefits
	

	c. Supplies (provide an itemized list of all items when total costs exceed $5,000)
	

	d. Equipment (provide an itemized list all items when total costs exceed $5,000; purchase of nonexpendable equipment above $5,000 is strongly discouraged; leasing will be considered for equipment over $5,000)
	

	e. Travel (domestic and international travel must be listed separately)
	

	f. Total Direct Costs
	

	g. Indirect Costs (not to exceed 20% of total budget for in-house costs, not to exceed 10% on any pass-through monies) All indirect costs must be shown as a separate line item. Do not add indirect costs to any of the direct costs items listed above.
	

	h. Total Budget Requested and Contributed
	

	V. Abbreviated CV(s) for investigator(s) (summarizing qualifications that are most relevant to the research proposal)
	Up to 2 pages each


Instructions for Applying through Grants.gov website.
Grants.gov contains full instructions on all required passwords, credentialing, and software. Follow the instructions at Grants.gov for registering and submitting an electronic application. If a system problem or technical difficulty occurs with an electronic application, please use the customer support resources available at the Grants.gov website.
First time Grants.gov users should go to the “Get Started” tab on the Grants.gov site and carefully read and follow the steps listed.  These steps need to be initiated early in the application process to avoid delays in submitting your application online. Registering with the Central Contractor Registry (CCR), will take some time to complete, so keep that in mind when beginning the application process. In order to register with the CCR, your organization will need a Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) number. A DUNS number is a unique nine-character identification number provided by the commercial company, Dun and Bradstreet (D&B). To investigate if your organization already has a DUNS number or to obtain a DUNS number, contact Dun and Bradstreet at 1-866-705-5711. Be sure to complete the Marketing Partner ID (MPIN) and Electronic Business Primary Point of Contact fields during the CCR registration process. These are mandatory fields that are required when submitting grant applications through Grants.gov. Information about registering with CCR was published in the Federal Register on January 17, 2006 (see 71 FR 2549). 
D. Review Process
A peer review committee comprised of the Director of the TSC and three members of the TSC Committee of Scientists or their designees will work with PSW representatives to perform an initial screening of proposals for conformance with the requirements of the RFP and for relevance to the research subthemes listed above. All proposals meeting the program guidelines and requirements of this request will be submitted for independent, external scientific peer review.
Peer Review: Accepted proposals will be circulated for peer review by three independent scientists (not affiliated with the TSC or the project proponents). The reviews will evaluate the scientific quality, cost-effectiveness, and probability of timely success for each proposal.
Relevancy: Members of the Tahoe Science Agency Coordination Committee who represent land management and regulatory agencies will assess relevancy of the proposals.

Synthesis: The Peer Review Committee will synthesize results of the peer reviews and relevancy reviews to create a list of proposals recommended to the PSW for funding.

Notification: Principal Investigators will be notified about the decision to fund their proposal by April 2008. Anonymous peer review comments and relevancy review results will be distributed to the Principal Investigators of all proposals.

E. Award Process
The PSW reserves the right to negotiate budget amounts and deliverables with proposing organizations. 
Project Start Dates: Projects should expect to begin no earlier than June 1, 2008. Until the U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management sends PSW notification that funding is approved and available, PSW cannot make awards. Project charges cannot be incurred prior to the award.
Project Execution. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to coordinate with appropriate agency representatives or partners and secure any agreements or approvals necessary prior to initiating research. If, for example, the research is proposed to be conducted on Forest Service lands or State Park lands, the project proponent must secure all applicable approvals from the land manager. Or if the research requires use of data collected by an agency, then the project proponent must secure approval to use this data. This prerequisite must be satisfied before receiving funding.

Project Award Requirements. Upon execution of a federal award, the recipient/cooperator will be requested to
· furnish a DUNS number obtained by contacting Dun and Bradstreet at 1-866-705-5711. A DUNS number will be provided quickly by telephone at no charge. A DUNS number can also be obtained on-line at www.dnb.com
· register in the Central Contractor Registry (CCR), by going to www.ccr.gov and following the instructions provided on line, or by calling the CCR Assistance Center at 1-888-227-2423
· submit an SF-424 (Application for Federal Assistance) package
· furnish their tax identification number
· designate a financial institution or an authorized payment agent through which a federal payment may be made in accordance with US Treasury Regulations, Money and Finance at 31 CFR 208
Funding for these projects is not guaranteed and is subject to the availability of funds and the evaluation of proposals based on the criteria in this announcement. The Pacific Southwest Research Station (PSW) reserves the right to partially fund proposals/applications by funding discrete activities, portions, or phases of proposed projects. If PSW decides to partially fund a proposal/application, it will do so in a manner that does not prejudice any applicants or affect the basis upon which the proposal/application, or portion thereof, was evaluated and selected for award, and that maintains the integrity of the competition and selection process. PSW reserves the right to make additional awards under this announcement (after the original award selections are made) if additional funding becomes available. Any additional selections for awards will be made no later than 6 months after the original selection decisions. The additional selections must be made in accordance with the terms of this announcement and PSW policy.
New for 2007


1) Proposals must be submitted in electronic format! 


Proposals can be submitted via e-mail or CD in PDF (Portable Document Format). You can create a PDF document using Adobe Acrobat software or using free, open source software such as PDF Creator Portable Document File (PDF)!


Proposals submitted via e-mail should be no larger than 2 MB. If your total package is larger than 2 MB, you can submit by mailing the proposal on a CD. Proposals that do not meet these guidelines will not be reviewed.


Proposals can also be submitted through the � HYPERLINK "http://www.grants.gov" ��www.grants.gov� website. To use this route, you must complete several additional steps including submitting a SF-424 form (see Section C of this RFP).


2) Indirect Costs are limited!


20% in-house: Indirect costs should not exceed 20% of total budget for in-house costs.


10% pass-through: Indirect costs should not exceed 10% on any monies that are passed through to another entity.


3) Quarterly reporting is required!
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