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RFP No. 900977, Addendum No. 2

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

ADDENDUM No. 1
to

RFP No. 901590

for

National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Consulting Services
Specification Clarification/Modification and Recap of the Networking/Bidders Conferences
Held on October 18, 2017 and October 20, 2017
	This County of Alameda, General Services Agency (GSA), RFP Addendum has been electronically issued to potential bidders via e-mail.  E-mail addresses used are those in the County’s Small Local Emerging Business (SLEB) Vendor Database or from other sources.  If you have registered or are certified as a SLEB, please ensure that the complete and accurate e-mail address is noted and kept updated in the SLEB Vendor Database.  This RFP Addendum will also be posted on the GSA Contracting Opportunities website located at http://www.acgov.org/gsa/purchasing/bid_content/ContractOpportunities.jsp.


**REVISED BID DUE DATE and CALENDAR OF EVENTS**

PLEASE NOTE THAT BID RESPONSES ARE NOW DUE ON 
November 27, 2017 BY 2:00 P.M. 
Alameda County is committed to reducing environmental impacts across our entire supply chain. 

If printing this document, please print only what you need, print double-sided, and use recycled-content paper.

The following Sections have been modified to read as shown below.  Changes made to the original RFP document are in bold print and highlighted, and deletions made have a strike through.

ATTACHMENTS
EXHIBIT A - BID RESPONSE PACKET
EXHIBIT B - INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS
EXHIBIT C - VENDOR BID LIST

EXHIBIT D – NCS-X Grant Document

EXHIBIT E – CAD/RMS Needs Assessment
Page 8 of the RFP, Section II (CALENDAR OF EVENTS), has been modified as follows:
II.
CALENDAR OF EVENTS

	EVENT
	DATE/LOCATION

	Request Issued
	October 5, 2017 

	Written Questions Due
	by 5:00 p.m. on October 20, 2017

	*Networking/Bidders Conference #1

(Online conference option enabled for remote participation)
	October 18, 2017 @ 2:00 p.m.
	at:
General Services Agency

2nd Floor, Room 201

1401 Lakeside Drive

Oakland, CA 94612

OR remotely @       http://gsaalamedacounty.adobeconnect.com/admin/show-event-catalog


	*Networking/Bidders Conference #2
	October 20, 2017 @10:00 a.m.
	at:
Public Works Agency

Room 230 A/B

951 Turner Court

Hayward, CA 94545

	Q&A Issue – combined w/ Addendum
	November 2, 2017 November 8, 2017

	Addendum Issued
[only if necessary]
	November 3, 2017 November 8, 2017

	Response Due
	November 20, 2017 November 27, 2017 by 2:00 p.m. 

	Evaluation Period
	November 20 – December 20, 2017 November 27 – December 18, 2017

	Vendor Interviews
	December 6 – 7, 2017 December 11 – 12, 2017

	Board Letter Recommending Award Issued
	December 28, 2017 December 26, 2017


	Board Consideration Award Date
	January 23, 2018

	Contract Start Date
	February 1, 2018


The following has been deleted from Page 6 of the RFP, Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS):
f.
Bidder shall have the ability to either program within the RMS or have the ability to subcontract a consultant who has this ability

The following has been deleted from Page 7 of the RFP, Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS):
k.
Provide an automated interface to both CA DOJ and the FBI for submission of both Summary UCR data and NIBRS data.

n.
Create a sustainable link or interface between ACSO and CA DOJ/FBI to electronically report NIBRS data
Page 7 of the RFP, Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), items o has been revised:
o.
Provide an easy to use method/software to validate NIBRS data that meets or exceeds CA DOJ and FBI certification requirements

Page 5 of the RFP, Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS) has been revised as follows:

3.
Milestone 1 – Gap Analysis & Assistance with RFP for Acquisition of CAD / RMS / Mobile Software Solution shall be comprised of Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), Items 2.a., 2.b., 2.c., 2.j.

4.
Milestone 2 – Assist with CAD / RMS / Mobile Software Solution Upgrade shall be comprised of Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), Items 2.e., 2.p.

5.
Milestone 3 – Milestone 3 – Project Management & Grant Administration shall be comprised of Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), Items 2.d., 2.e., 2.g., 2.h., 2.i., 2.l., 2.m., 2.o., 2.q., 2.r. and all of Section F (DELIVERABLES / REPORTS).
6.
Optional Requirements:

These will not be evaluated and should not be included in the proposed cost of the above three milestones.  Bidders shall include in their proposal if they possess the following capabilities.  Cost is for informational purposes and may be part of the contract: 

a.
Programming within the RMS.
a.
A sustainable automated link or interface between ACSO and both the CA DOJ and the FBI for the electronic reporting of Summary UCR and NIBRS data.

7.
Bidder shall provide a Budget Detail.  

The Budget Detail shall provide a breakdown of the cost(s) listed in the BID FORM.  Bidders shall use a budget template of their own choice; however, all cost attributed to the project that will paid for under the contract MUST be listed and described in the Budget Detail.

At minimum, the Bidder must detail:

a. The work to be performed and all associated costs.

(1) If coordination with County personnel is needed, it should also be delineated in the Budget Detail.

(2) The work to be performed should clearly match up with work performed in the Description of the Proposed Services.

b. The names and/or positions of all individuals that will perform the services; 

(1) Names of Key Personnel should be listed whenever appropriate

(2) The estimated number of hours for each individual, corresponding hourly rates per individual, and extended costs.

c. Maximum Length of the Budget Detail shall be three (3) pages
Page 12 of the RFP, Section H (EVALUATION CRITERIA / SELECTION COMMITTEE) has been revised as follows:

	
	Evaluation Criteria
	Weight

	A.
	Completeness of Response:

Responses to this RFP must be complete.  Responses that do not include the proposal content requirements identified within this RFP and subsequent Addenda and do not address each of the items listed below will be considered incomplete, be rated a Fail in the Evaluation Criteria and will receive no further consideration.  

Responses that are rated a Fail and are not considered may be picked up at the delivery location within 14 calendar days of contract award and/or the completion of the competitive process.
	Pass/Fail

	
	Debarment and Suspension:

Bidders, its principal and named subcontractors are not identified on the list of Federally debarred, suspended or other excluded parties located at www.sam.gov .
	Pass/Fail


	B.
	Cost:

The points for Cost will be computed by dividing the amount of the lowest responsive bid received by each bidder’s total proposed cost.

While not reflected in the Cost evaluation points, an evaluation may also be made of:

1. Reasonableness (i.e., does the proposed pricing accurately reflect the bidder’s effort to meet requirements and objectives?);

2. Realism (i.e., is the proposed cost appropriate to the nature of the products and services to be provided?); and

3. Affordability (i.e., the ability of the County to finance NIBRS UCR consulting services).

Consideration of price in terms of overall affordability may be controlling in circumstances where two or more proposals are otherwise adjudged to be equal, or when a superior proposal is at a price that the County cannot afford.
	20 15 Points

	C.
	Relevant Experience:

Proposals will be evaluated against the RFP specifications and the questions below:

1. Do the individuals assigned to the project have experience on similar projects?

2. How extensive is the applicable education and experience of the personnel designated to work on the project?
	25 Points

	D.
	References (See Exhibit A – Bid Response Packet) 
	10 Points

	E. 
	Oral Interview:

The oral interview on the proposal shall not exceed 60 minutes.  The oral interview may include responding to standard and specific questions from the CSC regarding the Bidder’s proposal.  The scoring may be revised based on the oral interview.
	15 10 Points

	F.
	Understanding of the Project Description of the Proposed Services:

Proposals will be evaluated against the RFP specifications and the questions below:

1. Has proposer demonstrated a thorough understanding of the purpose and scope of the project?

2. How well has the proposer identified pertinent issues and potential problems related to the project?

3. Has the proposer demonstrated that it understands the deliverables the County expects it to provide?

4. Has the proposer demonstrated that it understands the County’s time schedule and can meet it?
5. Does the Bidder depict a logical approach to fulfilling the requirements of the RFP?

6. How well does the Bidder achieve all the requirements set out in the RFP?

7. How well has the Bidder Identified any limitations, restrictions, pertinent issues, and/or potential problems in providing the services that the County should be aware of in evaluating its bid response?
	20 30 Points

	G.
	Methodology:

Proposals will be evaluated against the RFP specifications and the questions below:

1. Does the methodology depict a logical approach to fulfilling the requirements of the RFP?

2. Does the methodology match and contribute to achieving the objectives set out in the RFP?

3. Does the methodology interface with the County’s time schedule?
Budget Detail
Proposals will be evaluated against the RFP specifications and the questions below:

1. How well does the Bidder’s cost capture all activities and staff needed to meet the services requested?

2. How well does the Bidder allocate staff and resources?

3. How well does the narrative detail how Bidder arrived at particular calculations?

4. Is the proposed cost appropriate to the nature of the products and services to be provided?
	10 Points

	SMALL LOCAL EMERGING BUSINESS PREFERENCE

	
	Local Preference:  Points equaling five percent of bidder’s total score, for the above Evaluation Criteria, will be added.  This will be the bidder’s final score for purposes of award evaluation.
	5%

	
	Small and Local or Emerging and Local Preference:  Points equaling five percent of bidder’s total score, for the above Evaluation Criteria, will be added.  This will be the bidder’s final score for purposes of award evaluation.
	5%


The Bid Form (located on the County Strategic Sourcing Supplier Portal) has been revised as follows:
	Description
	Category
	UOM
	Quantity
	Price

	Drafting RFP for acquisition of NIBRS compliant CAD, RMS, and Mobile Software Solution Milestone 1 – Gap Analysis & Assistance with RFP for Acquisition of CAD / RMS / Mobile Software Solution
	SVCS1
	LOT
	1
	0.01

	Assist with NIBRS UCR software upgrade Milestone 2 – Assist with CAD / RMS / Mobile Software Solution Upgrade
	SVCS1
	LOT
	1
	0.01

	Maintain NCS-X grant budget documents Milestone 3 – Project Management & Grant Administration
	SVCS1
	LOT
	1
	0.01


Exhibit A – Bid Response Packet (REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION AND SUBMITTALS) has been revised as follows:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

5.
Description of the Proposed Services:  Bid response shall include a description of the terms and conditions of services to be provided during the contract term including response times.  The description shall contain a basis of estimate for services including its scheduled start and completion dates, the number of Bidder’s and County personnel involved, and the number of hours scheduled for such personnel.  The description must: (1) specify how the services in the bid response will meet or exceed the requirements of the County; (2) explain any special resources, procedures or approaches that make the services of Bidder particularly advantageous to the County; and (3) identify any limitations or restrictions of Bidder in providing the services that the County should be aware of in evaluating its Response to this RFP.
(a)
Include a description of the cost breakdown for each bid form line item
 FORMCHECKBOX 

6.
Budget Detail:
The Budget Detail shall provide a breakdown of the cost(s) listed in the BID FORM.  Bidders shall use a budget template of their own choice; however, all cost attributed to the project that will paid for under the contract MUST be listed and described in the Budget Detail.  See Specific Requirements for more details.
Responses to Questions from the Bidders Conferences and Written Questions
Q1) Page 4 of the RFP, Section B (SCOPE) states:

The Alameda County Sheriff’s Office (ACSO) is seeking a qualified consultant to assist with a two part process.  The first component is acting as a sounding board and subject matter expert in helping with drafting, developing and editing an RFP to acquire a Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD), Records Management System (RMS), and Mobile Software Solution.  The selected software must be NIBRS compliant.   

Is the expected CAD/RMS/MFR system going to be shared with and utilized by other agencies/jurisdictions and if so, can you advise which ones specifically?
A1) The system will be shared with the City of Dublin, which the ACSO provides contractual law enforcement and dispatch services for.  There are data sharing agreements in place with other agencies, but not specific to the use of ACSO’s software systems.  

Q2) Is there one RFP for CAD RMS and Mobile?
A2) The County will only have one RFP to acquire a Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD), Records Management System (RMS), and mobile software solution.

Q3) Is there any governance structure in place for research and implementation of the CAD RMS project?
A3) The governance structure consists of IT, CAD, RMS Administrators, Investigators, and Deputies as part of the working group contributing to the drafting of a RFP for the CAD, RMS, and mobile software solution.  The winning vendor of this RFP will not be allowed to bid on the RFP for CAD, RMS and mobile software solution.
Q4) Are there any other committees that have been created for NIBRS, RMS, and Mobile Field Reporting?

A4) A comprehensive group has been created for all aspects of the project and for creating the most cohesive software platform for implementation.  This group is the same as the one outlined in A3 above.

Q5) Should the consultant bid a comprehensive scope of work for a RFP to be written on the client’s behalf or just bid pricing as a consultant?
A5) Bidders should submit a proposal demonstrating how they will meet the Bidder Minimum Qualifications, Specific Requirements, and Deliverables / Reports.  Please see above changes where the Specific Requirements have now been grouped under different milestones.
Q6) Will the County will be actually writing the RFP and the consultant will review and provide feedback or is the consultant expected to draft the entire RFP?
A6) The ACSO will be drafting the document.  The winning vendor will help with feedback, review, edit, best practices, etc. of the RFP document.  
Q7) What CAD product is currently being used by the County?
A7) The ACSO is using Hexagon CAD version 9.2., formerly known as Intergraph.
Q8) What RMS is currently being used by the County?
A8) The County is using Hexagon I/Leads version 9.0.2, formerly known as Intergraph.
Q9) Page 4 of the RFP, Section B (SCOPE) states:

The second component is to assist with the successful upgrade of ACSO’s crime reporting capabilities from the currently utilized Summary Reporting (SRS) for Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) to National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) UCR.  This component of the project will require the successful acquisition, installation, and configuration of a NIBRS compatible RMS/Mobile software solution.  This will also require new workflows to be developed for ACSO to successfully report NIBRS and achieve a level of accuracy required to reach certification
Will Alameda County own the source code for the software solution, or will this be an off the shelf product?
A9) No, the County will not own the source code.

Q10) Page 4 of the RFP, Section B (SCOPE) states:

It should be understood that this project will require more than one person to complete the work required.  Consultants seeking to bid for this RFP should be prepared to demonstrate how they can meet this need by either collaborating with other consultants or showing how existing staff will meet the requirements.

Can you please describe what Alameda County personnel resources are available to work on the project and at what percentage of time they would be available?
A10) There will be limited resources from ACSO to work on this project.  The Lieutenant assigned to the unit overseeing these systems will be able to provide approximately 5-10% of their time towards this project as they still have their full responsibilities to manage the units.  The I/Leads Records System Administrator will be available approximately 30% of the time for this project.  There will be other staff that will be assigned on a temporary basis to the project as well, but a breakdown is not available at this time.  
Q18)
Is the consultant(s) expected to provide a Project Manager or project management services or will the County provide a project manager?
A18)
Project management is one of the major items that is requested of the consultant.  
Q11) Can the County provide a breakdown of number of personnel for patrol, investigations, communications/dispatch, records, specialized units and command?
A11) The County estimates that there are approximately 1000 sworn officers and 500 professional staff.
Q12) Can the County provide the number of incident reports, arrest reports and supplement reports for the last two years respectively?
A12) There were 38,290 incident reports, 16,416 arrest reports, and 14,611 supplemental reports during the two last years.
Q13) Page 5 of the RFP, Section B (SCOPE) states:
ACSO estimates that this project will take 8,000 hours.

Is the 8,000 hours for the consultant or for the team implementing the RFP? 
A13) The 8,000 hours are the estimated number of hours that it will take the consultant to complete the project.  Please note quantities listed are estimates and are not be construed as a commitment.  No minimum or maximum is guaranteed or implied.
Q14) Will there be a rate needed against the 8,000 hours or a fixed price with a total hour estimation for the project?
A14) Bidders should submit pricing according to the revised Bid Form (located online at the County Strategic Sourcing Portal) which is listed on the County Strategic Sourcing Supplier Portal.  Please see the revised Bid Form, the Milestones, and the required Budget Detail above.
Q15) Can the County verify that the 8,000 hours involved for this project are the hours for everyone involved, or just the consultant project hours? 
A15) The 8,000 hours are the estimated number of hours that it will take the consultant to complete the project.
Q16) As part of the bid, should the bidder include work in their pricing or over-propose their work that may be needed but not be required and may result in the bidder being excluded from the evaluation process?  Will the County be open to negotiating this over-proposal as part of the bid acceptance process?
A16) Bidders should submit pricing according to the revised Bid Form (located online at the County Strategic Sourcing Portal) which is listed on the County Strategic Sourcing Supplier Portal.  Please see the revised Bid Form, the Milestones, and the required Budget Detail above.
Q17) Is there a requirement of a breakdown on the pricing of each line item?
A17) Bidders are now required to submit a Budget Detail.  Please see the description of the required Budget Detail above.
Q18) Page 6 of the RFP, Section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), Item 1, section f states:
f.
Bidder shall have the ability to either program within the RMS or have the ability to subcontract a consultant who has this ability

It may be possible to subcontract a consultant with the ability to modify RMS functionality, provided that the RMS vendor permits such modifications. Please confirm whether such a qualification is acceptable, or will this requirement be the sole responsibility of the bidder?
A18) This requirement has been deleted and added as on optional requirement that will not be evaluated.  If bidders possess the ability to program within the RMS they should include details in their proposal.
Q19) Page 7 of the RFP, section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS), Item 2, sections k, n, o, p state:
k.
Provide an automated interface to both CA DOJ and the FBI for submission of both Summary UCR data and NIBRS data.

n.
Create a sustainable link or interface between ACSO and CA DOJ/FBI to electronically report NIBRS data

o.
Provide an easy to use method/software to validate NIBRS data that meets or exceeds CA DOJ and FBI certification requirements

p.
Create and or work with the software vendor to create a comprehensive data validation workflow for inputting and extracting NIBRS crime data (this includes making any data validation errors easy to identify, and know what the issue is, fix, and verify that fixes have been completed). An example is a hyper link that takes the user directly to the error, provides a narrative of what the issue is and how to fix it.  The data validation process will also not allow users to input incorrect information and also prevent required data from being passed or not inputted.
Has any of the requirements or needs analysis for the new CAD system been started by the County?  Will the consultant be required to do a complete technical analysis?
A19) Yes, comprehensive research has been done by the County for what is lacking in the current system, different connectivity between CAD and other systems, and what upgrades will be needed for the new system.  The consultant shall provide a more complete technical analysis.  The County’s analysis speaks of needs, but does not include pain points with existing system, and that type of feedback.  Some of these requirements have removed and made optional.  Please see the revisions above on Pages 3-4.
Q20) How was the needs assessment done? (I.e. surveys, interviews, work group discussions)?  

A20) There were surveys completed and round table workgroup discussions.  However, the surveys were very dated and should be refreshed.  More interviews should also be conducted and a more comprehensive look at the process discussed in the large group setting.
Q21) Is it possible to see a sample of the needs assessment?  (This would help determine how much more detail may or may not need to be gathered)?
A21) Please see the attached Exhibit E – CAD / RMS Needs Assessment.
Q22) Specific Requirement items k, n, and o. are typically required of the chosen RMS vendor.  Please confirm whether these are requirements of the consultant?   

A22) These requirements have changed and been made optional.  Please see the revisions above on Pages 3-4.
Q23) Will there be a requirement to create the CAD system interface versus ensuring that the vendor will be doing the work and consultant will monitor?
A23) The CAD will need to interface with RMS and mobile software solution as well as any other systems that are identified during the needs assessment.  The vendor will be completing the interface work and the consultant will monitor.  If this question is in regards to the RMS which needs to interface with the CA DOJ and FBI, then either solution is acceptable.  
Q24) What is the difference, if any, between Specific Requirements items k. and n.  Since RMS vendors normally provide such interfaces can you confirm the County expects the consultant to build the interface?
A24) These requirements have changed and been made optional.  Please see the revisions above on Pages 3-4.  
Q25) Page 8 of the RFP, section E (SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS) states:
Although a large focus will be on NIBRS, there is separate funding source that will allow for the consultant to assist with non-NIBRS related functions.  An example of a function that is not NIBRS related includes portions of the RFP that deal with CAD.  NIBRS would not cover these portions, but the other funding source would.
Can the County describe what other non-NIBRS related work the consultant is expected to assist with so we can estimate respective pricing?
A25) Any work related to CAD would not be part of NIBRS.  Also, since there will need to be a NIBRS assessment as well as an overall needs assessment, some aspects of the overall needs assessment would likely not be covered under NIBRS.
Q26) Can the County provide more detail on what the NIBRS grant requirements are?
A26) Please see the attached Exhibit D – NCS-X Grant Document.

Q27) Has funding been approved for the RMS and the CAD by the County?
A27) Part of the funding has been approved at this time.  There will be a multi-step/level approval process with the County and the FBI with the NIBRS grant.  
Q28) Will travel and lodging be included in the RFP budget?
A28) The cost quoted by the Bidder shall include all taxes and all other charges, including travel expenses.  The NIBRS grant precludes travel and lodging.  Bidders should not include travel detail in their proposal.  
Q29) Will the Q&A include written questions as well as the questions asked at the bidders conferences?
A29) Yes, the Q&A will include both written and verbal questions asked at the bidders conferences
Q30) Is there a minimum or maximum cost in this RFP?
A30) No, there is no minimum or maximum cost in this RFP.  The County expects Bidders to provide cost as part of the competitive process.  Please refer to Page 13 of the RFP, Item B., Cost, for information on how cost is evaluated.
Q31) Page 20 of the RFP, section O (AWARD), item 3 states:
3.
Small and Emerging Locally Owned Business:  The County is vitally interested in promoting the growth of small and emerging local businesses by means of increasing the participation of these businesses in the County’s purchase of goods and services.

As a result of the County’s commitment to advance the economic opportunities of these businesses, Bidders must meet the County’s Small and Emerging Locally Owned Business requirements in order to be considered for the contract award. 
Exhibit A, page 8 states:

Bidders not meeting the definition of a SLEB (http://acgov.org/auditor/sleb/overview.htm) are required to subcontract with a SLEB for at least 20% of the total estimated bid amount in order to be considered for contract award.  SLEB subcontractors must be independently owned and operated from the prime Contractor with no employees of either entity working for the other.

Can you please clarify if either of these apply to this project and if so, if bidders take an exception to the requirement will it likely lead to being disqualified?  This is a highly specialized area of management consulting and I don't know of any SLEB that could provide sub-contract services for this project.

A31) The SLEB requirement applies to this RFP.  Any certified SLEB can provide subcontracting services for this project.  The County prefers direct subcontracting support of the contract but indirect support may be considered.  Any clarifications or exceptions to the RFP including SLEB requirement can be submitted in the Exceptions, Clarifications, and Amendments page in Exhibit A. However the County is under no obligation to accept any exceptions, and such exceptions may be a basis for bid disqualification.  Bidders can search for certified SLEBs using the link below: http://www.acgov.org/sleb_query_app/gsa/sleb/query/slebmenu.jsp
The following participants attended the Bidders Conferences:

	
	Company Name / Address
	Representative
	Contact Information

	1. 
	Winbourne Consulting LLC

1621 N. Kent Street, Suite 704

Arlington, VA  22209
	Eric Stenning


	Phone: (415) 342-7406

	
	
	
	E-Mail: estenning@w-llc.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: N/A

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: No

	2. 
	Two Rivers Corporation

1825 Shoreline Drive #300

Alameda, CA  94501
	Mary Santiago
	Phone: (510) 217-8795

	
	
	
	E-Mail: msantiago@tworiverscorp.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: No

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: Yes

	3. 
	Two Rivers Corporation

1825 Shoreline Drive #300

Alameda, CA  94501
	Nahrein David
	Phone: (415) 608-4696

	
	
	
	E-Mail: ndavid@tworiverscorp.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: No

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: Yes

	4. 
	Two Rivers Corporation

2400 Pacific Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94115
	Loretta Masters
	Phone: (916) 826-2334

	
	
	
	E-Mail:lmasters@tworiverscorp.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: No

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: Yes

	5. 
	DELTAWRX

21700 Oxnard Street, Suite 530

Woodland Hills, CA  91367
	Liz Coyle
	Phone: (202) 510-2022

	
	
	
	E-Mail: lcoyle@deltawrx.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: N/A

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: Yes No

	6. 
	Leland Strategies

1400 South Barton Street #433

Arlington, VA  22204
	Renee Cobb
	Phone: (703) 980-3005

	
	
	
	E-Mail: reneecobb@lelandstrategies.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: No

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: No

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: No

	7. 
	Sarani

103 Sutton Circle

Danville, CA  94506
	Karen Vincent
	Phone: (925) 487-2415

	
	
	
	E-Mail: karen@sarani.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: N/A

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: Yes

	8. 
	PRI Management Group

299 Alhambra Circle, Suite 316

Coral Gables, FL  33134
	Ed Claughton
	Phone: (305) 460-0096

	
	
	
	E-Mail: ed@policerecordsmanagement.com

	
	
	
	Prime Contractor: Yes

	
	
	
	Subcontractor: N/A

	
	
	
	Certified SLEB: No


EXHIBIT C

VENDOR LIST

RFP No. 901590 – National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Consulting Services
Below is the Vendor Bid List for this project consisting of vendors who have responded to RFP No. 901590, and/or been issued a copy of this RFP.  This Vendor Bid List is being provided for informational purposes to assist bidders in making contact with other businesses as needed to develop local small and emerging business subcontracting relationships to meet the requirements of the Small Local Emerging Business (SLEB) Program: http://www.acgov.org/gsa/departments/purchasing/policy/slebpref.htm. 
This RFP Addendum is being issued to all vendors on the Vendor Bid List; the following revised vendor list includes contact information for each vendor attendee at the Networking/Bidders Conferences.
	RFP No. 901590 - Talent & Learning Management System

	Business Name
	Contact Name
	Contact Phone
	Address
	City
	State
	Email

	Justice Experts
	Thomas Kooy
	(858) 603-2726
	 
	
	
	tjkooy@justiceexperts.com

	Cit Com Inc.
	William Romesburg
	(951) 506-9851
	PO Box 890513
	Temecula
	CA
	bill@cit-com.com

	DELTAWRX
	Liz Coyle
	(202) 510-2022
	21700 Oxnard Street  #530
	Woodland Hills
	CA
	lcoyle@deltawrx.com

	Leland Strategies
	Renee Cobb
	(703)-980-3005
	1400 South Barton Street, #433
	Arlington
	VA
	ReneeCobb@LelandStrategies.com

	PRI Management Group
	Ed Claughton
	(305) 460.0096
	299 Alhambra Circle, Ste 316
	Coral Gables
	FL
	ed@policerecordsmanagement.com

	Sarani
	Karen Vincent
	(925) 487-2415
	103 Sutton Circle
	Danville
	CA
	karen@sarani.com

	Two Rivers Corporation
	Mary Santiago
	(510) 217-8795
	1825 Shoreline Dr #300
	Alameda
	CA
	msantiago@tworiverscorp.com

	Two Rivers Corporation
	Nahrein David
	(415) 608-4696
	1825 Shoreline Dr #300
	Alameda
	CA
	ndavid@tworiverscorp.com

	Two Rivers Corporation
	Loretta Masters
	(916) 826-2334
	2400 Pacific Ave. 
	San Francisco
	CA
	lmasters@tworiverscorp.com
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1. Requirements of the award; remedies for non-compliance or for materially false statements

The conditions of this award are material requirements of the award. Compliance with any certifications or assurances submitted by or on behalf of the recipient that relate to conduct during the period of performance also is a material requirement of this award.

Failure to comply with any one or more of these award requirements -- whether a condition set out in full below, a condition incorporated by reference below, or a certification or assurance related to conduct during the award period -- may result in the Office of Justice Programs ("OJP") taking appropriate action with respect to the recipient and the award.  Among other things, the OJP may withhold award funds, disallow costs, or suspend or terminate the award.

The Department of Justice ("DOJ"), including OJP, also may take other legal action as appropriate.

Any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement to the federal government related to this award (or concealment or omission of a material fact) may be the subject of criminal prosecution (including under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or 1621, and/or 42 U.S.C. 3795a), and also may lead to imposition of civil penalties and administrative remedies for false claims or otherwise (including under 31 U.S.C. 3729-3730 and 3801-3812).

Should any provision of a requirement of this award be held to be invalid or unenforceable by its terms, that provision shall first be applied with a limited construction so as to give it the maximum effect permitted by law. Should it be held, instead, that the provision is utterly invalid or -unenforceable, such provision shall be deemed severable from this award.

2. Applicability of Part 200 Uniform Requirements

The Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements in 2 C.F.R. Part 200, as adopted and supplemented by DOJ in 2 C.F.R. Part 2800 (together, the "Part 200 Uniform Requirements") apply to this FY 2017 award from OJP.

The Part 200 Uniform Requirements were first adopted by DOJ on December 26, 2014. If this FY 2017 award supplements funds previously awarded by OJP under the same award number (e.g., funds awarded during or before December 2014), the Part 200 Uniform Requirements apply with respect to all funds under that award number (regardless of the award date, and regardless of whether derived from the initial award or a supplemental award) that are obligated on or after the acceptance date of this FY 2017 award.

For more information and resources on the Part 200 Uniform Requirements as they relate to OJP awards and subawards ("subgrants"), see the OJP website at https://ojp.gov/funding/Part200UniformRequirements.htm.

In the event that an award-related question arises from documents or other materials prepared or distributed by OJP that may appear to conflict with, or differ in some way from, the provisions of the Part 200 Uniform Requirements, the recipient is to contact OJP promptly for clarification.

3. Compliance with DOJ Grants Financial Guide

The recipient agrees to comply with the DOJ Grants Financial Guide as posted on the OJP website (currently, the "2015 DOJ Grants Financial Guide" available at https://ojp.gov/financialguide/DOJ/index.htm), including any updated version that may be posted during the period of performance.
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4. Required training for Point of Contact and all Financial Points of Contact

Both the Point of Contact (POC) and all Financial Points of Contact (FPOCs) for this award must have successfully completed an "OJP financial management and grant administration training" by 120 days after the date of the recipient's acceptance of the award. Successful completion of such a training on or after January 1, 2015, will satisfy this condition.

In the event that either the POC or an FPOC for this award changes during the period of performance, the new POC or FPOC must have successfully completed an "OJP financial management and grant administration training" by 120 calendar days after-- (1) the date of OJP's approval of the "Change Grantee Contact" GAN (in the case of a new POC), or (2) the date the POC enters information on the new FPOC in GMS (in the case of a new FPOC). Successful completion of such a training on or after January 1, 2015, will satisfy this condition.

A list of OJP trainings that OJP will consider "OJP financial management and grant administration training" for purposes of this condition is available at https://www.ojp.gov/training/fmts.htm. All trainings that satisfy this condition include a session on grant fraud prevention and detection.

The recipient should anticipate that OJP will immediately withhold ("freeze") award funds if the recipient fails to comply with this condition. The recipient's failure to comply also may lead OJP to impose additional appropriate conditions on this award.

5. Requirements related to "de minimis" indirect cost rate

A recipient that is eligible under the Part 200 Uniform Requirements and other applicable law to use the "de minimis" indirect cost rate described in 2 C.F.R. 200.414(f), and that elects to use the "de minimis" indirect cost rate, must advise OJP in writing of both its eligibility and its election, and must comply with all associated requirements in the Part 200 Uniform Requirements.  The "de minimis" rate may be applied only to modified total direct costs (MTDC) as defined by the Part 200 Uniform Requirements.

6. Requirement to report potentially duplicative funding

If the recipient currently has other active awards of federal funds, or if the recipient receives any other award of federal funds during the period of performance for this award, the recipient promptly must determine whether funds from any of those other federal awards have been, are being, or are to be used (in whole or in part) for one or more of the identical cost items for which funds are provided under this award. If so, the recipient must promptly notify the DOJ awarding agency (OJP or OVW, as appropriate) in writing of the potential duplication, and, if so requested by the DOJ awarding agency, must seek a budget-modification or change-of-project-scope grant adjustment notice (GAN) to eliminate any inappropriate duplication of funding.
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7. Requirements related to System for Award Management and Universal Identifier Requirements

The recipient must comply with applicable requirements regarding the System for Award Management (SAM), currently accessible at https://www.sam.gov/. This includes applicable requirements regarding registration with SAM, as well as maintaining the currency of information in SAM.

The recipient also must comply with applicable restrictions on subawards ("subgrants") to first-tier subrecipients (first-tier "subgrantees"), including restrictions on subawards to entities that do not acquire and provide (to the recipient) the unique entity identifier required for SAM registration.

The details of the recipient's obligations related to SAM and to unique entity identifiers are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/SAM.htm (Award condition: System for Award Management (SAM) and Universal Identifier Requirements), and are incorporated by reference here.

This condition does not apply to an award to an individual who received the award as a natural person (i.e., unrelated to any business or non-profit organization that he or she may own or operate in his or her name).

8. All subawards ("subgrants") must have specific federal authorization

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements for authorization of any subaward. This condition applies to agreements that -- for purposes of federal grants administrative requirements -- OJP considers a "subaward" (and therefore does not consider a procurement "contract").

The details of the requirement for authorization of any subaward are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/SubawardAuthorization.htm (Award condition: All subawards ("subgrants") must have specific federal authorization), and are incorporated by reference here.

9. Specific post-award approval required to use a noncompetitive approach in any procurement contract that would exceed $150,000

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements to obtain specific advance approval to use a noncompetitive approach in any procurement contract that would exceed the Simplified Acquisition Threshold (currently, $150,000). This condition applies to agreements that -- for purposes of federal grants administrative requirements -- OJP considers a procurement "contract" (and therefore does not consider a subaward).

The details of the requirement for advance approval to use a noncompetitive approach in a procurement contract under an OJP award are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/NoncompetitiveProcurement.htm (Award condition: Specific post-award approval required to use a noncompetitive approach in a procurement contract (if contract would exceed $150,000)), and are incorporated by reference here.
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10. Requirements pertaining to prohibited conduct related to trafficking in persons (including reporting requirements and OJP authority to terminate award)

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements (including requirements to report allegations) pertaining to prohibited conduct related to the trafficking of persons, whether on the part of recipients, subrecipients ("subgrantees"), or individuals defined (for purposes of this condition) as "employees" of the recipient or of any subrecipient.

The details of the recipient's obligations related to prohibited conduct related to trafficking in persons are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/ProhibitedConduct-Trafficking.htm (Award condition: Prohibited conduct by recipients and subrecipients related to trafficking in persons (including reporting requirements and OJP authority to terminate award)), and are incorporated by reference here.

11. Compliance with applicable rules regarding approval, planning, and reporting of conferences, meetings, trainings, and other events

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable laws, regulations, policies, and official DOJ guidance (including specific cost limits, prior approval and reporting requirements, where applicable) governing the use of federal funds for expenses related to conferences (as that term is defined by DOJ), including the provision of food and/or beverages at such conferences, and costs of attendance at such conferences.

Information on the pertinent DOJ definition of conferences and the rules applicable to this award appears in the DOJ Grants Financial Guide (currently, as section 3.10 of "Postaward Requirements" in the "2015 DOJ Grants Financial Guide").

12. Requirement for data on performance and effectiveness under the award

The recipient must collect and maintain data that measure the performance and effectiveness of work under this award. The data must be provided to OJP in the manner (including within the timeframes) specified by OJP in the program solicitation or other applicable written guidance. Data collection supports compliance with the Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA) and the GPRA Modernization Act of 2010, and other applicable laws.

13. OJP Training Guiding Principles

Any training or training materials that the recipient -- or any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier -- develops or delivers with OJP award funds must adhere to the OJP Training Guiding Principles for Grantees and Subgrantees, available at https://ojp.gov/funding/ojptrainingguidingprinciples.htm.

14. Effect of failure to address audit issues

The recipient understands and agrees that the DOJ awarding agency (OJP or OVW, as appropriate) may withhold award funds, or may impose other related requirements, if (as determined by the DOJ awarding agency) the recipient does not satisfactorily and promptly address outstanding issues from audits required by the Part 200 Uniform Requirements (or by the terms of this award), or other outstanding issues that arise in connection with audits, investigations, or reviews of DOJ awards.

15. Potential imposition of additional requirements

The recipient agrees to comply with any additional requirements that may be imposed by the DOJ awarding agency (OJP or OVW, as appropriate) during the period of performance for this award, if the recipient is designated as "high- risk" for purposes of the DOJ high-risk grantee list.
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16.
Compliance with DOJ regulations pertaining to civil rights and nondiscrimination - 28 C.F.R. Part 42

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements of 28

C.F.R. Part 42, specifically including any applicable requirements in Subpart E of 28 C.F.R. Part 42 that relate to an equal employment opportunity program.

17.
Compliance with DOJ regulations pertaining to civil rights and nondiscrimination - 28 C.F.R. Part 54

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements of 28

C.F.R. Part 54, which relates to nondiscrimination on the basis of sex in certain "education programs."

18.
Compliance with DOJ regulations pertaining to civil rights and nondiscrimination - 28 C.F.R. Part 38

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable requirements of 28

C.F.R. Part 38, specifically including any applicable requirements regarding written notice to program beneficiaries and prospective program beneficiaries.  Part 38 of 28 C.F.R., a DOJ regulation, was amended effective May 4, 2016.

Among other things, 28 C.F.R. Part 38 includes rules that prohibit specific forms of discrimination on the basis of religion, a religious belief, a refusal to hold a religious belief, or refusal to attend or participate in a religious practice. Part 38 also sets out rules and requirements that pertain to recipient and subrecipient ("subgrantee") organizations that engage in or conduct explicitly religious activities, as well as rules and requirements that pertain to recipients and subrecipients that are faith-based or religious organizations.

The text of the regulation, now entitled "Partnerships with Faith-Based and Other Neighborhood Organizations," is available via the Electronic Code of Federal Regulations (currently accessible at https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi- bin/ECFR?page=browse), by browsing to Title 28-Judicial Administration, Chapter 1, Part 38, under e-CFR "current" data.

19.
Restrictions on "lobbying"

In general, as a matter of federal law, federal funds awarded by OJP may not be used by the recipient, or any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, either directly or indirectly, to support or oppose the enactment, repeal, modification, or adoption of any law, regulation, or policy, at any level of government. See 18 U.S.C. 1913. (There may be exceptions if an applicable federal statute specifically authorizes certain activities that otherwise would be barred by law.)

Another federal law generally prohibits federal funds awarded by OJP from being used by the recipient, or any subrecipient at any tier, to pay any person to influence (or attempt to influence) a federal agency, a Member of Congress, or Congress (or an official or employee of any of them) with respect to the awarding of a federal grant or cooperative agreement, subgrant, contract, subcontract, or loan, or with respect to actions such as renewing, extending, or modifying any such award. See 31 U.S.C. 1352. Certain exceptions to this law apply, including an exception that applies to Indian tribes and tribal organizations.

Should any question arise as to whether a particular use of federal funds by a recipient (or subrecipient) would or might fall within the scope of these prohibitions, the recipient is to contact OJP for guidance, and may not proceed without the express prior written approval of OJP.
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20. Compliance with general appropriations-law restrictions on the use of federal funds (FY 2017)

The recipient, and any subrecipient ("subgrantee") at any tier, must comply with all applicable restrictions on the use of federal funds set out in federal appropriations statutes. Pertinent restrictions, including from various "general provisions" in the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2017, are set out at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/FY17AppropriationsRestrictions.htm, and are incorporated by reference here.

Should a question arise as to whether a particular use of federal funds by a recipient (or a subrecipient) would or might fall within the scope of an appropriations-law restriction, the recipient is to contact OJP for guidance, and may not proceed without the express prior written approval of OJP.

21. Reporting potential fraud, waste, and abuse, and similar misconduct

The recipient, and any subrecipients ("subgrantees") at any tier, must promptly refer to the DOJ Office of the Inspector General (OIG) any credible evidence that a principal, employee, agent, subrecipient, contractor, subcontractor, or other person has, in connection with funds under this award-- (1) submitted a claim that violates the False Claims Act; or (2) committed a criminal or civil violation of laws pertaining to fraud, conflict of interest, bribery, gratuity, or similar misconduct.

Potential fraud, waste, abuse, or misconduct involving or relating to funds under this award should be reported to the OIG by-- (1) mail directed to: Office of the Inspector General, U.S. Department of Justice, Investigations Division, 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. Room 4706, Washington, DC 20530; (2) e-mail to: oig.hotline@usdoj.gov; and/or (3) the DOJ OIG hotline: (contact information in English and Spanish) at (800) 869-4499 (phone) or (202) 616-9881

(fax).

Additional information is available from the DOJ OIG website at https://www.usdoj.gov/oig.
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22. Restrictions and certifications regarding non-disclosure agreements and related matters

No recipient or subrecipient ("subgrantee") under this award, or entity that receives a procurement contract or subcontract with any funds under this award, may require any employee or contractor to sign an internal confidentiality agreement or statement that prohibits or otherwise restricts, or purports to prohibit or restrict, the reporting (in accordance with law) of waste, fraud, or abuse to an investigative or law enforcement representative of a federal department or agency authorized to receive such information.

The foregoing is not intended, and shall not be understood by the agency making this award, to contravene requirements applicable to Standard Form 312 (which relates to classified information), Form 4414 (which relates to sensitive compartmented information), or any other form issued by a federal department or agency governing the nondisclosure of classified information.

1. In accepting this award, the recipient--

a. represents that it neither requires nor has required internal confidentiality agreements or statements from employees or contractors that currently prohibit or otherwise currently restrict (or purport to prohibit or restrict) employees or contractors from reporting waste, fraud, or abuse as described above; and

b. certifies that, if it learns or is notified that it is or has been requiring its employees or contractors to execute agreements or statements that prohibit or otherwise restrict (or purport to prohibit or restrict), reporting of waste, fraud, or abuse as described above, it will immediately stop any further obligations of award funds, will provide prompt written notification to the federal agency making this award, and will resume (or permit resumption of) such obligations only if expressly authorized to do so by that agency.

2. If the recipient does or is authorized under this award to make subawards ("subgrants"), procurement contracts, or both--

a. it represents that--

(1) it has determined that no other entity that the recipient's application proposes may or will receive award funds (whether through a subaward ("subgrant"), procurement contract, or subcontract under a procurement contract) either requires or has required internal confidentiality agreements or statements from employees or contractors that currently prohibit or otherwise currently restrict (or purport to prohibit or restrict) employees or contractors from reporting waste, fraud, or abuse as described above; and

(2) it has made appropriate inquiry, or otherwise has an adequate factual basis, to support this representation; and

b. it certifies that, if it learns or is notified that any subrecipient, contractor, or subcontractor entity that receives funds under this award is or has been requiring its employees or contractors to execute agreements or statements that prohibit or otherwise restrict (or purport to prohibit or restrict), reporting of waste, fraud, or abuse as described above, it will immediately stop any further obligations of award funds to or by that entity, will provide prompt written notification to the federal agency making this award, and will resume (or permit resumption of) such obligations only if expressly authorized to do so by that agency.
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23.
Compliance with 41 U.S.C. 4712 (including prohibitions on reprisal; notice to employees)

The recipient (and any subrecipient at any tier) must comply with, and is subject to, all applicable provisions of 41

U.S.C. 4712, including all applicable provisions that prohibit, under specified circumstances, discrimination against an employee as reprisal for the employee's disclosure of information related to gross mismanagement of a federal grant, a gross waste of federal funds, an abuse of authority relating to a federal grant, a substantial and specific danger to public health or safety, or a violation of law, rule, or regulation related to a federal grant.

The recipient also must inform its employees, in writing (and in the predominant native language of the workforce), of employee rights and remedies under 41 U.S.C. 4712.

Should a question arise as to the applicability of the provisions of 41 U.S.C. 4712 to this award, the recipient is to contact the DOJ awarding agency (OJP or OVW, as appropriate) for guidance.

24. Encouragement of policies to ban text messaging while driving

Pursuant to Executive Order 13513, "Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging While Driving," 74 Fed. Reg. 51225 (October 1, 2009), DOJ encourages recipients and subrecipients ("subgrantees") to adopt and enforce policies banning employees from text messaging while driving any vehicle during the course of performing work funded by this award, and to establish workplace safety policies and conduct education, awareness, and other outreach to decrease crashes caused by distracted drivers.

25. Requirement to disclose whether recipient is designated "high risk" by a federal grant-making agency outside of DOJ If the recipient is designated "high risk" by a federal grant-making agency outside of DOJ, currently or at any time during the course of the period of performance under this award, the recipient must disclose that fact and certain related information to OJP by email at OJP.ComplianceReporting@ojp.usdoj.gov. For purposes of this disclosure, high risk includes any status under which a federal awarding agency provides additional oversight due to the recipient's past performance, or other programmatic or financial concerns with the recipient. The recipient's disclosure must include the following: 1. The federal awarding agency that currently designates the recipient high risk, 2. The date the recipient was designated high risk, 3. The high-risk point of contact at that federal awarding agency (name, phone number, and email address), and 4. The reasons for the high-risk status, as set out by the federal awarding agency.

26. This project is funded as a cooperative agreement. The basis for using a cooperative agreement is the substantial involvement of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) in providing information, guidance, and direction relative to special data collections and the development of statistical studies. BJS will exercise general approval over the entire project.

27. The recipient agrees to provide performance-related data, as outlined in the program announcement, to be used to measure the results of the project.

28. Grant funds may be used only for the purposes in the recipient's approved application. The recipient shall not undertake any work or activities that are not described in the grant application, and that use staff, equipment, or other goods or services paid for with OJP grant funds, without prior written approval from OJP.

29. The recipient may not obligate, expend or draw down funds until the Office of the Chief Financial Officer (OCFO) has approved the budget and budget narrative and a Grant Adjustment Notice (GAN) has been issued to remove this special condition.
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30. The recipient agrees to submit a final report at the end of this award documenting all relevant project activities during the entire period of support under this award. This report will include detailed information about the project(s) funded, including, but not limited to, information about how the funds were actually used for each purpose area, data to support statements of progress, and data concerning individual results and outcomes of funded projects reflecting project successes and impacts. The final report is due no later than 90 days following the close of this award period or the expiration of any extension periods. This report will be submitted to the Office of Justice Programs, on-line through the Internet at https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov/.

31. The recipient agrees that it will submit quarterly financial status reports to OJP on-line (at https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov) using the SF 425 Federal Financial Report form (available for viewing at www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants/standard_forms/ff_report.pdf), not later than 30 days after the end of each calendar quarter.  The final report shall be submitted not later than 90 days following the end of the award period.

32. The recipient shall submit semiannual progress reports. Progress reports shall be submitted within 30 days after the end of the reporting periods, which are June 30 and December 31, for the life of the award. These reports will be submitted to the Office of Justice Programs, on-line through the Internet at https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov/.

33. The recipient shall provide the project manager with a copy of all interim and final reports and proposed publications (including those prepared for conferences and other presentation) resulting from this agreement. Any publications, excluding press releases and newsletters, whether published at the recipient's or government's expense shall contain the following statement: This project was supported by Grant No. 
awarded by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice. Points of view in this document are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the official position or policies of the US Department of Justice. BJS defines publications as any planned, written, visual or sound material substantively based on the project, formally prepared by the recipient for dissemination to the public.

34. Prior to providing any funds to a subrecipient under this award, the recipient is required to: (1) submit to BJS a detailed budget worksheet, budget narrative, and task plan associated with each such subrecipient and (2) receive written approval from BJS.

35. Recipients in a state with a certified NIBRS program are prohibited from reporting data directly to the FBI NIBRS and must report IBR data to their state UCR Program.

36. The recipient is required to consult at least quarterly with its state UCR Program to ensure the local incident-based reporting (IBR) transition complies with state program specifications and state IBR reporting requirements. A written summary of these consultations is to be provided to BJS within a week of their occurrence. The initial consultation between the recipient agency and the state UCR Program must occur no later than 2 weeks after the kickoff meeting with BJS.

37. The recipient is required to consult at least quarterly with the state UCR Program and/or FBI CJIS Division staff for details about IBR/NIBRS certification and other reporting requirements, as applicable. A written summary of these consultations is to be provided to BJS within a week of their occurrence. The initial consultation must occur no later than 2 weeks after the kickoff meeting with BJS.

38. If the recipient is in a state that does not have a certified NIBRS program and wishes to submit data directly to the FBI, prior to beginning the process of certification with the FBI, the recipient must obtain and submit to BJS; (1) a letter of support from its state UCR Program supporting the recipient’s direct submission of data to the FBI, and (2) a written assurance that the recipient will cease direct data submission to the FBI and begin reporting incident-based data to the state UCR Program once the state program establishes a NIBRS-certified reporting capability.
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39. One week prior to holding monthly teleconferences with BJS and NCS-X staff, the recipient must submit a monthly financial report to BJS that includes an updated budget worksheet detailing expenditures for the prior month.

40. Recipient agrees that activities funded under this award will be closely coordinated with related activities supported with OJP, State, local, or tribal funds.

41. No federal funds shall be used to pay for any part of air travel that includes business or first class seating except as authorized for government travel (as described in OMB Circular A-122) and specifically authorized by the grant manager in writing prior to booking such tickets.


	U.S. Department of Justice Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Statistics
	AWARD CONTINUATION SHEET

Cooperative Agreement
	PAGE   12  OF  14

	PROJECT NUMBER
	2017-MU-CX-K051
	AWARD DATE
	09/23/2017

	SPECIAL CONDITIONS

42. Within 45 calendar days after the end of any conference, meeting, retreat, seminar, symposium, training activity, or similar event funded under this award, and the total cost of which exceeds $20,000 in award funds, the recipient must provide the program manager with the following information and itemized costs:

1) name of event;

2) event dates;

3) location of event;

4) number of federal attendees;

5) number of non-federal attendees;

6) costs of event space, including rooms for break-out sessions;

7) costs of audio visual services;

8) other equipment costs (e.g., computer fees, telephone fees);

9) costs of printing and distribution;

10) costs of meals provided during the event;

11) costs of refreshments provided during the event;

12) costs of event planner;

13) costs of event facilitators; and

14) any other costs associated with the event.

The recipient must also itemize and report any of the following attendee (including participants, presenters, speakers) costs that are paid or reimbursed with cooperative agreement funds:

1) meals and incidental expenses (M&IE portion of per diem);

2) lodging;

3) transportation to/from event location (e.g., common carrier, Privately Owned Vehicle (POV)); and,

4) local transportation (e.g., rental car, POV) at event location.

Note that if any item is paid for with registration fees, or any other non-award funding, then that portion of the expense does not need to be reported.

Further instructions regarding the submission of this data, and how to determine costs, are available in the OJP Financial Guide Conference Cost Chapter.


	U.S. Department of Justice Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Statistics
	AWARD CONTINUATION SHEET

Cooperative Agreement
	PAGE   13  OF  14

	PROJECT NUMBER
	2017-MU-CX-K051
	AWARD DATE
	09/23/2017

	SPECIAL CONDITIONS

43. Approval of this award does not indicate approval of any consultant rate in excess of $650 per day. A detailed justification must be submitted to and approved by the Office of Justice Programs (OJP) program office prior to obligation or expenditure of such funds.

44. The recipient must comply with applicable requirements to report first-tier subawards ("subgrants") of $25,000 or more and, in certain circumstances, to report the names and total compensation of the five most highly compensated executives of the recipient and first-tier subrecipients (first-tier "subgrantees") of award funds.  The details of recipient

obligations, which derive from the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act of 2006 (FFATA), are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/Explore/FFATA.htm (Award condition: Reporting Subawards and Executive Compensation), and are incorporated by reference here.

This condition, including its reporting requirement, does not apply to an award made to an individual who received the award as a natural person (i.e., unrelated to any business or non-profit organization that he or she may own or operate in his or her name).

45. The Project Director and key program personnel designated in the application shall be replaced only for compelling reasons. Successors to key personnel must be approved, and such approval is contingent upon submission of appropriate information, including, but not limited to, a resume. OJP will not unreasonably withhold approval. Changes in other program personnel require only notification to OJP and submission of resumes, unless otherwise designated in the award document.

46. Recipient agrees that criminal justice information systems designed, implemented, or upgraded with NCHIP or NARIP funds will be compatible, where applicable, with the National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS), the National Crime Information Center system (NCIC 2000), the National Criminal Instant Background Check System (NICS), the Integrated Automated Fingerprint Identification System (IAFIS), and applicable national, statewide or regional criminal justice information sharing standards and plans.

47. The recipient agrees to ensure that the State Information Technology Point of Contact receives written notification regarding any information technology project funded by this grant during the obligation and expenditure period. This is to facilitate communication among local and state governmental entities regarding various information technology projects being conducted with these grant funds. In addition, the recipient agrees to maintain an administrative file documenting the meeting of this requirement. For a list of State Information Technology Points of Contact, go to https://it.ojp.gov/technology-contacts.

48. With respect to this award, federal funds may not be used to pay cash compensation (salary plus bonuses) to any employee of the award recipient at a rate that exceeds 110% of the maximum annual salary payable to a member of the federal government's Senior Executive Service (SES) at an agency with a Certified SES Performance Appraisal System for that year. (An award recipient may compensate an employee at a higher rate, provided the amount in excess of this compensation limitation is paid with non-federal funds.)

This limitation on compensation rates allowable under this award may be waived on an individual basis at the discretion of the OJP official indicated in the program announcement under which this award is made.
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49. Recipient integrity and performance matters: Requirement to report information on certain civil, criminal, and administrative proceedings to SAM and FAPIIS

The recipient must comply with any and all applicable requirements regarding reporting of information on civil, criminal, and administrative proceedings connected with (or connected to the performance of) either this OJP award or any other grant, cooperative agreement, or procurement contract from the federal government. Under certain circumstances, recipients of OJP awards are required to report information about such proceedings, through the federal System for Award Management (known as "SAM"), to the designated federal integrity and performance system (currently, "FAPIIS").

The details of recipient obligations regarding the required reporting (and updating) of information on certain civil, criminal, and administrative proceedings to the federal designated integrity and performance system (currently, "FAPIIS") within SAM are posted on the OJP web site at https://ojp.gov/funding/FAPIIS.htm (Award condition: Recipient Integrity and Performance Matters, including Recipient Reporting to FAPIIS), and are incorporated by reference here.

50. The recipient agrees to comply with OJP grant monitoring guidelines, protocols, and procedures, and to cooperate with OJP (including the grant manager for this award and the Office of Chief Financial Officer (OCFO)) on all grant monitoring requests, including requests related to desk reviews, enhanced programmatic desk reviews, and/or site visits. The recipient agrees to provide to OJP all documentation necessary to complete monitoring tasks, including documentation related to any subawards made under this award. Further, the recipient agrees to abide by reasonable deadlines set by OJP for providing the requested documents.  Failure to cooperate with OJP's grant monitoring  activities may result in sanctions affecting the recipient's DOJ awards, including, but not limited to: withholdings

and/or other restrictions on the recipient's access to grant funds; referral to the Office of the Inspector General for audit review; designation of the recipient as a DOJ High Risk grantee; or termination of an award(s).


EXHIBIT E

CAD / RMS NEEDS ASSESSMENT

	Interfaces that provide interoperability and data sharing
	· CRIMS

· ATIMS (Jail Management)

· ACED

· COGENT 

· ODYSSEY

· Etc…

	Mapping
	· ESRI

· Google Maps

· Bing

· Etc…

· Map data easily transferable to outside map data or a robust mapping program for crime analysis

· Ability to add Emergency Service Zone (ESZ), sector and area overlays, which also allow for the data to be accessed by the specified area requested.  

	Records Management System/Software (RMS)
	· Reporting capabilities:

· NIBRS

· AB 953 (Applies to CAD and Mobile as well)

· Use of force

· Redaction capable within the software

· Track dissemination of reports internally and externally

· Approval process allows for supervisors to reduce reports from the second level without needing approval authority for the third level  

· Easy sealing and purging solution for reports

· Comprehensively tracks all user actions, viewing, etc…(also applies to CAD)

· Talk to text

	Records Management System/Software (RMS)
	· Ability to create relationships between offenders/IPs/vehicles/locations/etc…

· If Crime Analysis is included, ability to hot spot and display crimes on a map

· User friendly interface

· Have Microsoft Office capabilities (different fonts, bullets, etc..) within the software or at least capable of receiving rich text format

· Ability to view reports from other duty stations

· Ability to search all reports for names (except locked reports)

· Report approval tied to responsible supervisor group

· Easily merge duplicate names

· Name fields auto-populate with Master Name Index information to help avoid duplicate entries

· Name fields can be auto populated with PFN and other unique ID

· Address verification populates with county information, not just Dublin information

· Accident module has an arrest button to add an arrest to an accident

· Data results can be imported into Excel

· Master Name Records update the age of the person when the file is edited

· Ability to comply with future legal mandates for reporting (Includes CAD and Mobile)

· Search ability in all fields including the narrative as well as in connected systems (CRIMS, ATIMS, etc…)  

· Streamlined method for capturing FI information and citations

· Supervisors have ability to edit reports as long as the changes are tracked

· Location for an investigative case summary

· Report can be printed in manner needed for each user.  (i.e. able to change the order the supplements print)

· Ability to populate Master Name index from CRIMS and other integrated/linked systems

· Arrest module information auto-populates into RMS

· Streamlined easy to input evidence

· Can route all reports to the Investigative Lieutenant 

	Records Management System/Software (RMS)
	· Fields such as NIBRS or UCR reporting must be mandatory and cannot be left blank

· Contact information prompt to ensure information is updated for all persons

· Reports must be able to be locked from view and editing

· UCR and NIBRS data capable of being reported to DOJ and or the federal government via an automated solution such as ECARS

· Easy custom report building ability to access CAD/RMS/Mobile data

· Data sharing ability between users and groups

· Strong interoperability with CAD to access and populate fields such as names and addresses

	Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD)
	· Reporting capabilities:

· Response times

· Dispatch utilization

· Etc…

· Next Generation 911 capable

· Ability for each user to select display preferences

· Capable of running all vehicle related details, such as 11-54, 11-24, illegal parkers, etc…

· Works with LOJACK and when inputted is run automatically

· Mile markers acceptable as locations

· Previous events automatically run when verifying the address and if no hit, return the no hit message

· AVL or location information is recorded for each incident

	Mobile
	· Ability to write reports remotely

· Work with tablets and smart phones

· Capability to automatically run someone through their ID or fingerprint (May be separate hardware, but ability to work with CAD/RMS/Mobile vendor)

· Access to previous events

· Hot key capable (i.e. F keys)

· Easily able to toggle between map and other screens

· User defined menus (ability to change their view)

· Running log of information the way it used to be available in I/Mobile

· GPS information is recorded and available live

· All messages go into a single queue and are easily accessible with a single button 

· Maps show address on each house

· Ability to see other units on the map

· Capable of running weapons, and vehicles registered to a person

· An improved I/Netviewer type of application that allows users to access CAD and RMS data when not logged onto an MDT

	Evidence
	· Either offers a robust and easy user experience for evidence collection and storage or easily interfaces with existing evidence system

· Can print labels for evidence

	IT
	· Easy system upgrades that are not time and cost prohibitive

· Map updates do not require a separate GIS department and are easily accomplished

· Compatible with VM servers

· MS-SQL must be the database engine

· Entirely web based software solution is preferable and compatible with several or all web browsers

· If client based, it will have to be compatible with earlier versions of Windows

· All interfaces, (client, software, etc…) shall be capable of Active Directory logins with our Active Directory user accounts

· Input forms such as Bias Based profiling must be data validated or a drop down selection so that invalid information cannot be inputted

· All systems must be compatible with existing hardware
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