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DOCUMENTATION FOR USE OF A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT


Task Agreement Number and/or PR Number:  J  OrgCode-FY-xxxx (to be determined at park level; will be entered into IDEAS before obligating project funds) 
Project Title: 
Type of funds to be used for this project: (specify: ONPS, NRC, Fee Demo, Fire, Donation, or Other funds—be specific)  
l.
What type of competition is appropriate?

This is a Competitive Task Agreement within Cooperative Agreement 1443CA J600082000 “Great Lakes-Northern Forest Cooperative Ecosystem Studies Unit.”  The Great Lakes-Northern Forest Cooperative Ecosystem Studies Unit (GLNF-CESU) was established through a formal competition and implemented through a unified cooperative/joint venture agreement between the federal agencies and the non-federal partners in 2002, and renewed August 2, 2007.   Article III, Section D, of the cooperative agreement states that modifications (task agreements) of the cooperative agreement issued by the federal agencies will transfer funds to support research, technical assistance, and education project conducted by university and other non-federal partners.   

2.
Why was this cooperator selected?

3.
Who are the parties to the agreement?  

The National Park Service and INSTITUTION NAME
4.
What is the purpose of the agreement?

5.
What are the deliverables expected?

6.
Explain the nature of the anticipated substantial involvement. What will NPS 
specifically do to carry out the project?

NOTE:  A bureau, office or organizational unit may anticipate substantial involvement when it:

(i) participates and collaborates jointly with the recipient partner, volunteer, scientist, technician etc., in the field, in carrying out the scope of work, trains recipient personnel, or details Federal personnel to work on the project effort; 

(ii) reviews and approves one stage of work before the next stage can begin; 

(iii) reviews and approves proposed modifications or sub-grants, prior to the award; 

(iv) helps select project staff or trainees; 

(v) directs or redirects the work because of interrelationships with other projects; 

(vi) has power to halt immediately an activity if detailed performance specifications are not met; or 

(vii) limits recipient discretion with respect to scope of work, organizational structure, staffing, mode of operations and other management processes, coupled with close monitoring or operational involvement during performance.


The practice of providing technical assistance, advice or guidance to recipients in assistance awards does not constitute substantial involvement if: (i) it is provided at the request of the recipient; or (ii) the recipient is not required to follow it; or (iii) the recipient is required to follow it, but it is provided prior to the start of the assisted activity and the recipient understood this prior to the assistance award.  

Substantial involvement during performance does not include: 

(i) Government approval of recipient plans prior to award; 

(ii) normal exercise of Federal stewardship responsibilities during the project period such as site visits, performance reporting, financial reporting, and audit to insure that the objectives, terms and conditions of the award are accomplished; 

(iii) unanticipated Government involvement to correct deficiencies in project or financial performance from the terms of the assistance instrument; 

(iv) general statutory requirements understood in advance of the award such as civil rights, environmental protection, and provisions for the handicapped; 

(v) Government review of performance after completion of the assisted activity; and 

(vi) general administrative requirements, such as those included in OMB Circulars A-21, A-87, A-102, A-110, A-133, and applicable implementing regulations.
7.
Why is the substantial involvement considered to be necessary?

8.
Explain why the project or activity entails a relationship of assistance rather than a contract.  How will the NPS benefit from this collaboration?

9.
What is the public purpose of support or stimulation?

10.
Which law or laws authorize granting of assistance for performance of this project or activity?

16 U.S.C. §5933 authorizes and directs the Secretary to inter into cooperative agreements with colleges and universities, including but not limited to land grant schools, in partnership with other federal and state agencies, to establish cooperative study units to conduct multi-disciplinary research and to develop integrated information products on the resources of the National Park System or the larger region of which parks are a part.

16 U.S.C. §1a-2(j) authorizes the National Park Service to enter into cooperative agreements with public or private educational institutions, states, and their political subdivisions for the purpose of developing adequate, coordinated, cooperative research and training programs concerning the resources of the National Park System.  Pursuant to such agreements, the cooperator may accept from or make available to the National Park Service technical and support staff, financial assistance for mutually agreed upon research projects, supplies and equipment, facilities, and administrative services relating to cooperative research units as the Secretary deems appropriate.
16 U.S.C. §1g authorizes the NPS to enter into cooperative agreements that involve the transfer of NPS appropriated funds to state, local and tribal governments, other public entities, educational institutions, and private nonprofit organizations for the public purpose of carrying out National Park Service programs.  

IDENTIFY OTHER AUTHORITIES SPECIFIC TO PROJECT
11.
How was the determination made that the costs proposed are accurate and proper? Provide a breakdown of costs and rationale for determining they are acceptable.

Project costs are detailed in the budget section of the Scope of Work and were judged to be fair, reasonable, and justified by comparison of the cost estimates contained in XXXX(describe how you determined costs) ..... The indirect cost rate of 17.5% is lower than the cognizant rate of 51% charged by major universities in the Midwest, resulting in a savings of $XXX to the NPS for the total project.  

Requested  By:
Approved:
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Date
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Date


* 11 is for non-competitive agreements only.

