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Special Act 05-1(13) and (32), June Special Session
 
AN ACT AUTHORIZING BONDS OF THE STATE FOR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS AND OTHER PURPOSES
 

Purpose:  To provide grants-in-aid to local and regional school districts, Regional Educational Service Centers (RESCs) and endowed academies for technology wiring and telecommunications improvements for educational purposes in accordance with Section 10-4h of the Connecticut General Statutes, which are eligible for school building project grants pursuant to Chapter 173. 

Applications Due:  May 4, 2007
Published:  February 2007
RFP 155
CONNECTICUT STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

George A. Coleman
Interim Commissioner of Education

IT IS THE POLICY OF THE CONNECTICUT STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION THAT NO PERSON SHALL BE EXCLUDED FROM PARTICIPATION IN, DENIED THE BENEFITS OF, OR OTHERWISE DISCRIMINATED AGAINST UNDER ANY PROGRAM INCLUDING EMPLOYMENT, BECAUSE OF RACE, COLOR, RELIGIOUS CREED, SEX, AGE, NATIONAL ORIGIN, ANCESTRY, MARITAL STATUS, SEXUAL ORIENTATION, MENTAL RETARDATION, PAST/PRESENT HISTORY OF MENTAL DISORDER, LEARNING DISABILITY AND PHYSICAL DISABILITY.
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Purpose of Grant
To provide grants-in-aid to local and regional school districts, Regional Educational Service Centers (RESCs), cooperative arrangements and endowed academies for technology wiring and telecommunications improvements for educational purposes in accordance with Section 10-4h of the Connecticut General Statutes. 

In anticipation of an online version of the Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) and the Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT), the State Department of Education is prioritizing funding commitments to districts that can demonstrate a need related to improving connectivity from schools to the Connecticut Education Network (CEN).

Grant Period

June 1, 2007 – June 30, 2008.  All funds must be obligated by June 30, 2008.  There are no exceptions or waivers to this requirement.  

Funding

Total funds available: $5 million, with each project proposal not exceeding $150,000. 

The State Department of Education (SDE) reserves the right to make grant awards under this program without discussion with the applicants; therefore, proposals should represent the applicant’s best effort to ensure a quality proposal from both a technical and cost standpoint.  All awards are subject to the availability of state funds.  Grants are not final until the award letters are executed.  The Associate Commissioner for the Division of Teaching, Learning and Assessment will issue notification of the grant award.  The level of funding and effective dates of the project will be set forth in the notification of the grant award.

Eligible Applicants
All state charter schools, local and regional boards of education, RESCs, endowed academies and cooperative arrangements among two or more boards of education, which are eligible for school building project grants pursuant to Chapter 173, may apply for funding.  All applicants must have an approved 2006-09 technology plan on file at the SDE.  Districts and RESCs that are the owners of interdistrict magnet school facilities may include those magnet schools in their applications.  Each LEA may submit a single application.  LEAs that have received a competitive Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) grant and have not submitted required progress or final reports, will not be eligible for funding. 

Bidder’s Conference











There will be a bidder’s conference for all applicants on March 15, 2007, from 9:00 - 11:00 a.m. at the Department of Information Technology (DOIT) Headquarters.  Directions can be found at http://www.ct.gov/doit/cwp/view.asp?a=1242&Q=254090.  

Grant Elements

Applicants must complete and submit the following:

Section A)  Proposal must include the following:

1. Project Abstract (worth up to 20 points) – A one- to two-page description of the project including details as to the impact of the project on the existing network.

2. A Plan to Provide a Solution to an Infrastructure Problem (worth up to 30 points) – This solution must address one or more of the problems listed in Section B.  It should address the following areas:

· demonstrated need;
· benefit to district;
· suitability of items for intended purpose;
· district capacity to manage items; and
· cost estimates.

3. Diagrams and Documentation of Current Network and Proposed Network Configurations (worth up to 10 points) – Diagrams should show current problem areas and proposed upgrades, including any model numbers of equipment to be replaced and model numbers proposed for new equipment, router-interface "show" commands showing circuits that are over utilized, network management performance statistics or other documentation.

Section B) Project plans must solve one or more of the following infrastructure problems:  

· Removing a Significant Bottleneck at the Border of the Network (15 points) – Establishes a strategy for removal of a significant bottleneck or network problem at the border of the district’s network, including its primary firewall, proxy devices, perimeter switches, core routers or other equipment that could not reasonably handle 20 mbps of bi-directional sustained from the district to the CEN; and/or

· Removing a Significant Bottleneck in One or More School Locations (10 points) – Removes or minimizes a significant bottleneck from one or more school locations to the location where in the district the CEN connects by upgrading a circuit, router or VPN equipment to provide greater throughput from schools to the CEN gateway.  A target for each school on the network should be 7-10 mbps of bi-directional capacity; and/or

· Providing Connectivity to a New Off-Campus School Building (20 points) – Provides connectivity of a new off-campus school building to the existing district network; and/or

· Providing Connectivity to CEN for Existing School Buildings That Have Been Receiving Internet Access from a Private ISP (15 points) – Provides connectivity to the network of a school building that formally received its internet access from a private provider; and/or

· Providing Hardware Necessary to Maintain Districtwide Connectivity to CEN (10 points) – Provides the hardware necessary to maintain LEA network connectivity to the CEN and eliminate CEN connectivity to the non-LEA network in a building whose function has changed from school-based to municipal (or other).

Proposal designs are at the discretion of local educational authorities; however, the State recommends districts use best practices and commonly used solutions wherever possible.  For example, one district may propose to purchase a fiber lease between two locations and Ethernet switches for connectivity, another district might propose upgraded VPN devices for 10 mbps cable-modem interconnections, while another may wish to upgrade routers on a vendor's ATM network.  All of these would probably be acceptable proposals. 

Proposals should describe briefly what other planned network upgrades or expansions are already being funded by other means.  This shows that local planning is underway for the network irrespective of this grant opportunity.  If the proposed solution will require a maintenance contract or monthly service fee increase, the proposal must include a commitment from a district financial officer that those costs would be covered locally from existing funds.

Funds may not be used: to support salaries of LEA personnel; for ongoing maintenance or support of the network; or for bundling a services agreement with an installation contract.  
NOTE:  These funds cannot be used for construction projects submitted to the State for reimbursement pursuant to C.G.S. Chapter 173 or to supplant other state and/or federal funds.
The SDE will work with the DOIT and University of Connecticut CEN Advanced Services Center staff to evaluate proposals from districts that can document current network bottlenecks or connectivity problems and offer a proposed solution. 

Special Consideration










Five extra points on the scoring matrix will be given to applicants who did not receive funding during the last two rounds of infrastructure bond funds.

Preparing the Application

All submissions must include one (1) copy with an original signature plus the required assurances and six (6) copies.  All proposals become the property of the SDE and are part of the public domain.

Please note the SDE will not make copies on behalf of districts failing to meet this requirement.  If the copies are not provided, the proposal will be deemed incomplete and ineligible for review. 

Please refer to page 10 for the items that must be included in this application. 
Project Reporting

Grantees may be required to participate in statewide evaluation activities, including networking and technical assistance sessions, site visits and other data collection activities to be conducted by the DOIT and University of Connecticut CEN Advanced Services Center staff.  Each grant recipient must submit a summative evaluation report of the project.
All grantees must submit project reports in a format provided by the SDE.  Additional information will follow.  The final project report must be e-mailed to Arthur Skerker, Educational Technology Consultant, at arthur.skerker@ct.gov on or before Friday, June 27, 2008.

Due Date
Proposals, IRRESPECTIVE OF THE POSTMARK DATE, must be received no later than 
4:00 p.m. on Friday, May 4, 2007.  The original proposal must bear an original signature of the authorized representative of the applicant.  An original signature must also be included on the Standard Statement of Assurances, the Certification Regarding Lobbying…, Debarment and Suspension and the Affirmative Action Packet, which are components of all proposals.
Mailing Information

 Delivery Information 


	Ann R. Gaulin
Grants Manager

CT State Department of Education

P.O. Box 2219

Hartford, CT  06145
	Ann R. Gaulin
Grants Manager

CT State Department of Education

165 Capitol Avenue-Room 215
Hartford, CT  06106


Grant Contact

Ann R. Gaulin, Division Grants Manager, by telephone at (860) 713-6769 or by e-mail at ann.gaulin@ct.gov or Arthur Skerker, Educational Technology Consultant, by telephone at 

(860) 713-6553 or by e-mail at arthur.skerker@ct.gov.

Proposal Review and Evaluation

A team of evaluators will review each submitted proposal based on criteria in the rubric located in Appendix J.

Grant Awards Disclaimer

The SDE reserves the right to make grant awards under this program without discussion with the applicants.  Proposals should therefore represent the applicant’s best effort from both a technical and cost standpoint.  The SDE reserves the right to reject all proposals and to conduct a more extensive proposal solicitation or to reject a lower cost proposal if it believes that a higher cost proposal more appropriately meets the stated objectives.  In order to promote a broad distribution of funds, the SDE reserves the right to limit the number of grant awards per applicant and/or per geographic area.  All awards are subject to the availability of state funds.  Grants are not final until the Grant Award Notice (GAN) letter has been executed.  

Grant Requirements and Assurances

Obligations of Grantees

All bidders are hereby notified that the grant to be awarded is subject to grant compliance requirements as set forth in C.G.S. Sections 4a-60, 4a-60a and Sections 4a-68j-1 et seq. of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies.

Furthermore, the grantee must submit periodic reports of its employment and sub-granting practices, in such form, in such manner and in such time as may be prescribed by the Connecticut Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities (CHRO). 

Freedom of Information Act

All of the information contained in a proposal submitted in response to this RFP is subject to the provisions of Chapter 3 of the C.G.S. (Public Records and Meetings and Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Sections 1-200 to 1-242 inclusive).  The FOIA declares that, except as provided by federal law or state statute, records maintained or kept on file by any public agency (as defined in the statute) are public records and every person has the right to inspect such records and receive a copy of such records.  

Utilization of Minority Business Enterprises

All grantees shall make good faith efforts to employ minority business enterprises as sub-grantees and suppliers of materials on projects subject to grant requirements.  Grantees shall certify under oath to the CHRO and the state agency that the minority businesses selected as sub-grantees and suppliers of materials comply with the criteria of Section 4a-60 if such businesses are not currently registered with the Department of Economic Development.
Annie E. Casey Foundation

Applicants that are part of a collaborative effort funded in whole or in part by the Annie E. Casey Foundation must submit documentation that:

The collaborative oversight entity has been provided the opportunity to review and comment on the grant application or proposal prior to submission to the CSDE; the proposal or application submitted provides information detailing the activities which assure priority access to services for children, youth and families referred by the collaborative oversight entity; and the applicant shall designate someone to act as a liaison for the referral process.
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Application Preparation Check-Off Sheet

The submitted application has the following:

· Cover Page (the Cover Page should be the first page of your proposal)
· Application Preparation Check-Off Sheet (this page)
· Grant Elements Response 
· Fiscal Information (the ED114 and a detailed Budget Narrative)

· Appendix A: 
Statement of Assurances
· Appendix B: 
Certification Regarding Lobbying…
· Appendix C: 
Debarment and Suspension
· Appendix D: 
Affirmative Action Packet is on File
· Appendix E:
Supplement not Supplant Assurance
· Appendix F:
Fire and Building Code Assurances

· Appendix G: 
2006-2009 Technology Plan Approval
· Appendix H:
Status of Current Work (Required only if LEA received Connecticut Infrastructure Funds in the last three years; refer to the list on Appendix K.)

Grant Preparer:  _____________________________________
Date:  __________________

Grant Elements Response Page
Grant ED114

	GRANTEE NAME:

                      LEA CODE:     



	GRANT TITLE: State Funds for Technology Infrastructure

                         

PROJECT TITLE: 

CORE-CT CLASSIFICATION:        FUND: 12052    SPID: 40312   PROGRAM:  82079     

BUDGET REFERENCE: 2007  CHARTFIELD1:  170003    CHARTFIELD2:



	GRANT PERIOD: 06/01/07-06/30/08
	AUTHORIZED AMOUNT:

	CODE
	DESCRIPTION
	BUDGET AMOUNT

	330
	OTHER PROFESSIONAL/TECHNICAL SERVICES
	

	400
	PURCHASED PROPERTY SERVICES
	

	590
	OTHER PURCHASED SERVICES
	

	700
	PROPERTY/EQUIPMENT
	

	890
	OTHER OBJECTS (MISCELLANEOUS EXPENDITURES)
	

	
	TOTAL:
	


______ ORIGINAL REQUEST DATE   ________________________________    __________
______ REVISED REQUEST DATE             SDE PROGRAM MANAGER             DATE







           AUTHORIZATION
        OF APPROVAL

Grant Budget Narrative
Complete a budget narrative for each category for which you are applying.  Make copies as necessary.

	CODE
	OBJECT
	AMOUNT

	330
	Other Professional/Technical Services

Payments for professional or technical services that are not directly related to instructional activities.  Included are payments for data processing, management consultants, legal services, etc.  Do not include the cost of an independent auditor in this category.
	$

	
	
	

	400
	Purchased Property Services
Expenditures for services to operate, repair, maintain and rent property owned and/or used by the grantee.  These are payments for services performed by persons other than grantee employees.  
	$

	
	
	

	590
	Other Purchased Services
All other payments for services rendered by organizations or personnel not on the GRANTEE payroll, not detailed in 510, 530, 560, or 580.  These include:  Insurance Costs (other than employee benefits) – payments for all types of insurance coverage including property, liability and fidelity, printing and binding – publication costs and advertisement – any expenditures for announcements in professional publications, newspapers or broadcasts over radio or television including personnel recruitment, legal ads and the purchase and sale of property. 
	$

	
	
	

	700
	Property/Equipment
In accordance with the Connecticut State Comptroller’s definition of equipment, included in this category are all items of equipment (machinery, tools, furniture, vehicles, apparatus, etc.) with a value of over $1,000 and a useful life of more than one year.
	$

	
	
	

	890
	Other Objects (Miscellaneous Expenditures)
Expenditures for goods or services not properly classified in one of the above objects.  Included in the category could be expenditures for dues and fees, judgments against a grantee that are not covered by liability insurance and interest payments on bonds and notes. 
	$

	
	
	

	
	TOTAL
	$
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Appendix A:  Statement of Assurances

Statement of Assurances

Connecticut State Department of Education

Standard Statement of Assurances

Grant Programs

PROJECT

TITLE:  ______________________________________________________________________

THE APPLICANT:  ___________________________________
HEREBY ASSURES THAT:

(Insert Agency/School Name)
The applicant has the necessary legal authority to apply for and receive the proposed grant;

The filing of this application has been authorized by the applicant’s governing body and the undersigned official has been duly authorized to file this application for and on behalf of said applicant and otherwise to act as the authorized representative of the applicant in connection with this application;

The activities and services for which assistance is sought under this grant will be administered by or under the supervision and control of the applicant;

The project will be operated in compliance with all applicable state and federal laws and in compliance with regulations and other policies and administrative directives of the Connecticut Board of Education and the State Department of Education;

Grant funds shall not be used to supplant funds normally budgeted by the agency;

Fiscal control and accounting procedures will be used to ensure proper disbursement of all funds awarded;

The applicant will submit a final project report (within 60 days of the project completion) and such other reports, as specified, to the State Department of Education, including information relating to the project records and access thereto as the State Department of Education may find necessary;

The Connecticut State Department of Education reserves the exclusive right to use and grant the right to use and/or publish any part or parts of any summary, abstract, reports, publications, records and materials resulting from this project and this grant;

If the project achieves the specified objectives, every reasonable effort will be made to continue the project and/or implement the results after the termination of state/federal funding;

The applicant will protect and save harmless the State Board of Education from financial loss and expense, including legal fees and costs, if any, arising out of any breach of duties, in whole or in part, described in the application for the grant;

At the conclusion of each grant period, the applicant will provide for an independent audit report acceptable to the grantor in accordance with Sections 7-394a and 7-396a of the Connecticut General Statutes and the applicant shall return to the State Department of Education any monies not expended in accordance with the approved program/operation budget as determined by the audit;
The grant award is subject to approval of the State Department of Education and availability of state or federal funds;

The applicant agrees and warrants that Sections 4-190 to 4-197, inclusive, of the Connecticut General Statutes concerning the Personal Data Act and Sections 10-4-8 to 10-4-10, inclusive, of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies promulgated there under are hereby incorporated by reference; and  

Required Language:

For purposes of this section, “Commission” means the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities.  

For the purposes of this section, “minority business enterprise” means any small contractor or supplier of materials 51 percent or more of the capital stock, if any, or assets of which is owned by a person or persons:  (a) who are active in the daily affairs of the enterprise; (b) who have the power to direct the management and policies of the enterprise; and (c) who are members of a minority, as such term is defined in Subsection (a) of C.G.S. Section 32-9n, and “good faith” means that degree of diligence which a reasonable person would exercise in the performance of legal duties and obligations.  “Good faith efforts” shall include, but not be limited to, those reasonable initial efforts necessary to comply with statutory or regulatory requirements and additional or substituted efforts when it is determined that such initial efforts will not be sufficient to comply with such requirements.

For purposes of this section, “sexual orientation” means having a preference for heterosexuality, homosexuality or bisexually, having a history of such preference or being identified with such preference, but excludes any behavior which constitutes a violation of Part VI of Chapter 952 of the General Statutes. 

The contractor agrees and warrants that in the performance of the contract, such contractor will not discriminate or permit discrimination against any person or group of persons on the grounds of race, color, religious creed, age, marital status, national origin, ancestry, sex, mental retardation or physical disability, including but not limited to, blindness, unless it is shown by such contractor that such disability prevents performance of the work involved, in any manner prohibited by the laws of the United States or of the State of Connecticut.  If the contract is for a public works project, the contractor agrees and warrants that he will make good faith efforts to employ minority business enterprises as subcontractors and suppliers of materials on such project.  The contractor further agrees to take affirmative action to ensure that applicants with 
job-related qualifications are employed and that employees are treated without regard to their race, color, religious creed, age, marital status, national origin, ancestry, sex, mental retardation or physical disability including but not limited to, blindness, unless it is shown by such contractor that such disability prevents performance of the work involved; (a) the contractor agrees, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees placed by or on behalf of the contractor, to state that it is an “Affirmative Action-Equal Opportunity Employer” in accordance with regulations adopted by the commission; (b) the contractor agrees to provide each labor union or representative of workers with which such contractor has a collective bargaining agreement or other contract or understanding and each vendor with which such contractor has a collective bargaining agreement or other contract or understanding and each vendor with which such contractor has a contract or understanding, a notice to be provided by the Commission, advising the labor union or worker’s representative of the contractor’s commitments under this section and to post copies of the notice in conspicuous places available to employees and applications for employment; (c) the contractor agrees to comply with each provision of this section and C.G.S. Sections 4a-62, 32-9e, 46a-56 and 46a-68b to 46a-68k, inclusive and with each regulation or relevant order issued by said Commission pursuant to said sections; (d) the contractor agrees to provide the Commission on Human Rights and Opportunities with such information requested by the Commission and permit access to pertinent books, records and accounts, concerning the employment practices and procedures of the contractor as related to this provision of this section and Section 46a-56 of the General Statutes.
The contractor shall include the provisions of subsection (7) of this section in every subcontract or purchase order entered into, in order to fulfill any obligation of a contract with the state.  Such provisions shall be binding on a subcontractor, vendor or manufacturer unless exempted by regulations or orders of the Commission.  The contractor shall take such action with respect to any such subcontract or purchase order as the Commission may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance in accordance with C.G. S. Section
46a-56; provided, if such contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or vender as a result of such direction by the Commission, the contractor may request the State of Connecticut to enter into any such litigation or negotiation prior thereto to protect the interests of the state and the state may so enter.  

I, the undersigned authorized official hereby certify that these assurances shall be fully implemented.  

Signature:  ____________________________________________________________________

Name:  _______________________________________________________________________


 (please type or print)
Title:  ________________________________________________________________________


 (please type or print)
Date:  ________________________________________________________________________

Appendix B:  Certification Regarding Lobbying…

CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION AND OTHER RESPONSIBLE MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

Applicants should refer to the regulations cited below to determine the certification to which they are required to attest. Applicants should also review the instructions for certification included in the regulations before completing this form.  Signature of this form provides for compliance with certification requirements under 34 CFR, Part 82, “New Restrictions on Lobbying and 34 CFR Part 85, “Government-wide Debarment and Suspension (Non-procurement) and Government-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants).”  The certifications shall be treated as a material representation upon which reliance will be placed when the Department of Education determines to award the covered transaction, grant or cooperative agreement.  

1. LOBBYING.

As required by Section 1352, Title 31 of the U.S. Code and implemented at 34 CFR Part 82, for persons entering into a grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at 34 CFR Part 82, Sections 82.105 and 82.110, the applicant certifies that:  
(a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the making of any Federal grant, the entering into of any cooperative agreement and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment or modification of any Federal grant or cooperative agreement; 

(b) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of a Member of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal grant or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form LLL, “Disclosure Form” to Report Lobbying” in accordance with its instructions; 
(c) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award document for all sub-awards at all tiers (including sub-grants, contracts under grants and cooperative agreements and subcontractors) and that all sub-recipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.  

2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS.

As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension and implemented at 34 CFR Part 85, for prospective participants in primary covered transactions as defined at 34 CFR Part 85, Sections 85.105 and 85.110.

The applicant certifies that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency;
(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them for commission of fraud or criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for an otherwise criminal or civil charge by a governmental entity (Federal, State or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and
(d) Have not, within a three-year period preceding this application, had one or more public transactions (Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default; and 

3.  DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE (GRANTEES OTHER THAN INDIVIDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 and implemented at 34 CFR Part 85, Subpart F, for grantees, as defined at 34 CFR Part 85, Sections 85.605 and 85.610.
A.  The applicant certifies that it will or will not continue to provide a drug-free workplace by:

(a)  Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee’s workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violation of such prohibition;

(b) Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to inform employees about:  (1) the dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; (2) the grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace; (3) any available drug counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs; and (4) the penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace.

(c)  Making it a requirement that each employee engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the statement required by paragraph (a);

(d)  Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the employee will:  (1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and (2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace no later than five calendar days after such conviction.

(e)  Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph (dX2) from an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction.  Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, including position title, to:  

Director, Grants and Contract Service, U.S. Department of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W., (Room 3124, GSA Regional Office, Building No. 3), Washington, DC 20202-4571.  Notice shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant;
(e) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any employee who is so convicted; (1) taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee up to and including termination consistent with the requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; OR (2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency;

(f) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through the implementation of paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f).

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s) for the performance of work done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (street address, city, state, zip code)

4.  DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE (GRANTEES WHO ARE INDIVIDUALS).

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 and implemented at 34CFR Part 85, Subpart F, for grantees as defined at 34CFR Part 85, Sections 85.605 and 85.610:  

A.  As a condition of the grant, I certify that I will not engage in the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession or us of a controlled substance in conducting any activity within the grant; and 

B. If convicted of a criminal drug offense resulting from a violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity, I will report the conviction, in writhing, within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to Director, Grants and Contracts Service, U.S. Department of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W. (Room 3124, GSA Regional Office Building No.3) Washington, DC 20202-4571.  Notice shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant.

____________________________________

____________________________________

____________________________________

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I hereby certify, that the applicant will comply with the above certifications.  

____________________________________
____________________________________

Name of Applicant




PR/Award Number and/or Project Name

____________________________________
____________________________________

Signature





Date

ED80-0013
Appendix C:  Debarment and Suspension
This certification is required by the Department of Education regulations implementing Executive Order 12549, Debarment and Suspension, 34 CFR Part 85, for all lower tier transactions meeting the threshold and tier requirements stated at Section 85.110.

Instructions for Certification

1. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier participant is providing the certification set out below.

2. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was entered into.  If it is later determined that the prospective lower tier participant knowingly rendered an erroneous certification, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the department or agency with which this transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment.

3. The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate written notice to the person to whom this proposal is submitted if at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns that its certification was erroneous when submitted or has become erroneous by reason of changed circumstances.

4. The terms “covered transaction,” “debarred,” “suspended,” “ineligible,” “lower tier covered transaction,” “participant,” “person,”' “primary takeover~ transaction,” “principal,” “proposal,” and “voluntarily excluded,” as used in this clause, have the meanings set out in the Definitions and Coverage sections of roles implementing Executive Order 12549.  You may contact the person to whom this proposal is submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations.

5. The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submitting this proposal that, should the proposed covered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covered transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered transaction, unless authorized by the department or agency with which this transaction originated.

6. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submitting this proposal that it will include the clause titled “Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility, and Voluntary Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transactions,” without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions.

7. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification of a prospective participant in a lower tier covered transaction that it is not debarred, suspended, ineligible or voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction unless it knows that the certification is erroneous.  A participant may decide the method and frequency by which it determines the eligibility of its principals.  Each participant may, but is not required to, check the Non-procurement List.

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require establishment of a system of records in order to render in good faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge and information of a participant is not required to exceed that which is normally possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of business dealings.

9. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph 5 of these instructions, if a participant in a covered transaction knowingly enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is suspended, debarred, ineligible or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction in addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, the department or agency with whom this transaction originated may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or debarment.

______________________________________________________________________________
CERTIFICATION

(1) The prospective lower tier participant certifies by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals are presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any Federal department or agency.
(2)
Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

___________________________________

___________________________________

Name of Applicant

PR/AWARD Number and/or Project Name
_____________________________________________________________________________

Printed Name and Title of Authorized Representative
___________________________________

___________________________________
Signature






Date
Appendix D:  Affirmative Action Packet is on File
CERTIFICATION THAT A CURRENT AFFIRMATIVE ACTION PACKET IS ON FILE
Agencies with an Affirmative Action Plan on file need to certify such by signing the statement below.   

I, the undersigned authorized official hereby certify that the applying organization/agency has a current Affirmative Action Packet on file with the Connecticut State Department of Education.  The Affirmative Action Packet is, by reference, made a part of this application. 
_________________________________________

______________________________

Signature of Authorized Official 




Date

Name and Title
Appendix E:  Supplement not Supplant Assurance
I, ____________________________________________ of ____________________ _________

                               Full Name of Superintendent/Director

                            District/School Name            Town Code

hereby provide assurances that:

Program funds distributed to my district/school under PL 107-110 will be used only to supplement and to the extent practical, increase levels of funds that would, in the absence of these funds, be made available from federal, other state or local sources to the local or regional board of education for educational technology.  In no case will the state funds allocated to my district/school under PL 107-110 be used to supplant funds from federal, other state or local sources.  

I understand that failure to comply with these provisions of PL 107-110 will result in the loss of funds to my district/school under the state program.

_______________________________________________

________________________

Superintendent/Director’s Signature





Date
Appendix F:  Fire and Building Code Assurance
I, hereby provide assurance that my district will secure all necessary approvals pertaining to state and local fire and building codes.
_____________________________________________

          ____________________

District/Agency Name





LEA Code

____________________________________________

        _____________________

Signature of Authorized Official 




Date

_____________________________________________________

                                    Printed Name and Title 

Appendix G:  2006-09 Technology Plan Approval
I, the undersigned authorized official hereby certify that the applying organization/agency has a current Technology Plan on file with the Connecticut State Department of Education. 

_________________________________________

______________________________

Signature of Authorized Official 




Date

_________________________________________

Name and Title
Appendix H:  Status of Current Infrastructure Work

Please note:  This section is required only if LEA has received Connecticut infrastructure bond funds in the last three years. (Refer to Appendix K; the list of grantees, on page 34)  Failure to include this completed form as part of the proposal, will result in a fifteen point reduction to an applicant’s total score.
· Briefly explain the activities (or list the items purchased) as proposed in your application.


· Indicate what modifications (if any) were made due to price fluctuations or need changes. 
· Briefly mention what infrastructure items still need to be addressed in your district.  Please estimate a total cost for completing your infrastructure needs.


Appendix I:  Infrastructure Guidelines
Connecticut Education Network Statement of Purpose

Through the leadership of the Governor’s office and the Connecticut General Assembly, the Department of Information Technology (DOIT) has been charged with developing a new state of the art communications network to interconnect all public K-12, public and private higher education and library locations throughout Connecticut.  The network enables new collaborative opportunities among all connected sites and expands secure network capabilities for individual schools wishing to access each other or the internet.

In order to implement the network, DOIT, along with CSDE, completed an on-site survey and interview “gap analysis” process in 2001 and 2002 to assess the readiness of each school, university/college and library to connect to the new state of the art network.  The network’s deployment to each district was completed during summer 2005, with an optical Ethernet connection based on gigabit Ethernet technology deployed to every school district in the State.

Deployment Vision for Connecticut Education Network (CEN) Now and Future

In addition to the single high-speed connection into the district, DOIT will also work with the district to upgrade the connections from the individual schools to the hub where the optical connection is located.  As of 2007, DOIT is specifically looking to also see connectivity to high schools increased beyond the T1 level, to allow multi-megabit video conferencing, multimedia and other initiatives to reach high schools.  DOIT is in the process of designing a long-term strategy for a statewide optical implementation of the CEN and will work to provide contract mechanisms and core infrastructure to support the evolution to an optical network.  With planning for major technology initiatives in schools underway, a target bandwidth from the CEN drop off point in each district to each high school should be 7-10 Mbps per high school at minimum for the next two to three years.

Infrastructure Minimum Standards Within Individual Schools

The first priority for districts wishing to utilize infrastructure funds from the State should be the completion or installation of at least two Category 5 or Category 6 cable based switched Ethernet ports into each instructional space.  Except in extenuating circumstances; the substitution of wireless connections for hardwired infrastructure will not be acceptable.  (See section on wireless below.)

Development of Optical Municipal Area Networks

Many municipalities have already taken significant steps towards the development of their own “municipal area optical networks” (MANS) to interconnect public buildings within their community using fiber optic cable.  DOIT supports this strategy because it provides a scalable architecture that will accommodate CEN requirements now and in the future and creates an environment where ongoing service costs are minimized after an initial capital investment in optical resources.

Municipal agencies including boards of education, municipal government, public libraries, higher education campuses, and other government agencies are encouraged to work collaboratively with other municipal leaders to create an optical network strategy.

Current Connecticut Education Network Deployment Methodology
At present, DOIT is actively deploying one optically based network connection from the CEN into each district, at the location where the greatest concentration of district network traffic is located.  The intent is to foster a two-tier network, with in-district traffic segregated within the district and traffic leaving the district sent out on the CEN connection.  (In instances where the district has compatible frame relay or asynchronous transfer mode (ATM) networks in place, the high-speed CEN connection may also be considered to upgrade the bandwidth from individual schools back to the main hub site in the district.  In this case the high-speed pipe becomes a “super-trunk”, bringing back all the school sites to the hub and also providing a separate virtual connection to the CEN.)
As the deployment evolves, the high-speed connection that DOIT provides will be based gigabit Ethernet wide area network technology.  Most sites are designed with capacity of up to 250 Mbps of in-state capacity.  To support a hand-off of the CEN to the district, DOIT will be providing a switch or a router that will have a high-speed 10/100 Ethernet connection for the school district and a spare 10/100 connection for special purposes like district/town interconnections.  The current intent and deployment strategy is to “keep local traffic local”, such that the in-district protocols, addressing schemes, and the like can be kept the same, while an internet protocol (IP)-only backbone can be developed among districts.  DOIT will strongly encourage schools to eliminate proprietary protocols like AppleTalk and Novell IPX and move towards the standards based IP solutions that both Apple and Novell support in their more recent technologies.
In regional school districts, where there may be some desire to use the CEN for “in-district” connectivity from K-5 or K-8 feeder districts to the regional district, use of  virtual private network (VPN) or other tunneling technology over the CEN connection in each feeder district to the regional district would be possible and encouraged.  Each district could also use its CEN connectivity for direct access to the Internet if it chose to.

Proper Uses for Wireless Technology

Wireless technology should not be considered a replacement or alternative to hard-wired networks into each classroom in a building and will not be considered a viable alternative for grant purposes.  Based on the technical capabilities of present (2007) wireless technologies, DOIT does not believe that wireless technology will meet the legislative directive to provide a robust voice, video and data infrastructure in the school environment.  While wireless technology appears to remove the need for investment in wiring distribution systems, the current bandwidth and communications protocols used by these wireless devices does not support high quality multimedia in the active environment that the CEN will evolve into over the next two years.

The lack of security, packet collision avoidance, bandwidth, spectrum reliability, multicast support and future scalability all contribute to DOIT’s recommendation that wireless only be used in special circumstances, after hard-line wires are already in place to each instructional space.  Where at least two existing Category 5 or Category 6 switched Ethernet connections are already in place to every instructional space in a school building, or where major building renovations that include communications infrastructure replacement with hard-wired cable are expected to be completed within three years, wireless technology can be justified for mobile access on a case-by-case basis.

Wireless technology, using the 802.11 standard may also be an appropriate method for short-term interconnection of multiple buildings in a campus or close-proximity environment.  While a shared 11 Mbps or 54 Mbps network can be considered “slow” or marginal for an in-building infrastructure in a modern school, 11 or 54 Mbps is certainly adequate for wide-area network connections when compared with 1.544 Mbps T1 lines and the cost of routers and monthly service costs.  Therefore, DOIT will support deployment of 802.11 wireless links between buildings as an interim step while fiber-optic interconnections are deployed.  Schools wishing to use 802.11 technologies for interim connections must discuss their plan to upgrade to an optical interconnection when the capacity of the wireless system is exhausted.

Equipment Purchasing Decisions for Routers

The CEN sets as a minimum standard for individual schools a T1 line out of each school to the rest of the district.  At high school locations, the target will be 10 Mbps of capacity.  To most efficiently utilize both CEN and a district resource, DOIT is encouraging districts that are presently planning to purchase routers to NOT purchase routers or firewalls that can’t handle at least 20 Mbps of sustained throughput and multiple 10/100 Ethernet interfaces.

Upgrading from Hubs to Switches
As network utilization within the individual school buildings and districts, the use of network switches, as opposed to shared network hubs, will be essential.  As schools make new purchases, DOIT recommends that all ports be equipped with a minimum of 10/100 Mbps switch technology.  Inter-closet and trunk links should be gigabit Ethernet.  As funds allow, the replacement of shared network hubs with switches is encouraged, particularly for bandwidth, security and multimedia requirements.

Appendix J:  Scoring Rubric
	Grant Elements
	Exemplary
	Good
	Adequate
	Inadequate
	Score

	Section A

	A.  Project Abstract (worth up to 20 points) - a one- to two-page description of the project including details as to the impact of the project on the existing network
	Priority for the project is clearly stated; project will have a significant impact on the existing network.   

(20 pts.)
	Project description defines problem to be addressed; project will have a measurable impact on network performance.  

(15 pts.)
	Either a vague description of project is given and or little or no impact on network performance 

(10 pts.)
	No demonstrated or  significant impact on network performance (0-5 pts.)
	

	B.  A Plan to Provide a Solution to an Infrastructure Problem (worth up to 30 points) – This solution must address one or more of the problems listed in Section B.  It should address the following areas:

· Demonstrated Need
· Benefit to District

· Suitability of Items for Intended Purpose

· District Capacity to Manage Items

· Cost Estimates
	A comprehensive plan clearly addresses district need, benefits to district, suitability of proposed purchases, district capacity to manage proposed purchases and specific cost estimates. 

A proposal on vendor letterhead is included detailing all of the costs for each item of hardware and installation.  The reader is convinced that the solution is reasonable in cost and that the project will result in verifiable performance or bandwidth improvements. (30 pts.)
	A plan is submitted which addresses all of the required areas.  However, the costs presented may not be reasonable based on the current market or may not adequately meet identified district needs.  The plan addresses both performance and bandwidth improvements that are verifiable.  

(20 pts.)
	A plan is submitted which addresses most but not all of the required areas.  The reader is not convinced that the costs presented represent the current market.  Or, the solution adds hardware or services that extend beyond the stated problem.  The plan addresses both performance and bandwidth improvements that may not be verifiable. 

(10 pts.)
	A plan proposal is included listing costs for each item of hardware and installation; specific detailing may be lacking. The reader is not convinced that the proposal assures for appropriate performance or that it may not be verifiable. (0-5 pts)
	


	C.  Diagrams and Documentation of Current Network and Proposed Network Configurations (worth up to 10 points) – Diagrams should show current problem areas and proposed upgrades, including any model numbers of equipment to be replaced and model numbers proposed for new equipment, router-interface "show" commands showing circuits that are over utilized, network management performance statistics, or other documentation.
	Detailed diagrams, graphs, charts and/or documentation are included that attest to the plan’s necessity along with a list indicating both the hardware that needs to be replaced or upgraded and by what. 

(10 pts.)
	Diagrams or documentation indicating problem area(s) are included which list hardware to be replaced with a corresponding list  of replacement items. 

(5 pts)
	The diagrams and documentation fail to convince the reader that a significant problem exists to warrant the expense or that the hardware requested is either inadequate or inappropriate for the problem. 

(3 pts.)
	No diagrams or documentation are included or they are so unclear that the reader cannot see the connection between the problem and the solution.

(0-2 pts.)
	

	Section B

	B.1 Removing a Significant Bottleneck at the Border of the Network 
	Proposal addresses this problem area 

(15 points)
	Proposal does not address this problem area (0 points)
	

	B.2 Removing a Significant Bottleneck in One or More School Locations 
	Proposal addresses this problem area 

(10 points)
	Proposal does not address this problem area (0 points)
	

	B.3 Providing Connectivity to a New Off Campus School Building 
	Proposal addresses this problem area.  LEA has provided documentation that the new building is scheduled to be occupied on or before December 30, 2007.

(20 points)
	Proposal does not address this problem area (0 points)
	

	B.4 Providing Connectivity to CEN for Existing School Buildings That Have Been Receiving Internet Access from a Private ISP
	Proposal addresses this problem area.  LEA has provided documentation detailing existing cost of Internet access for each building not currently connected to the CEN. 

(15 points)
	Proposal does not address this problem area (0 points)
	


	B.5 Providing Hardware Necessary to Maintain District-wide Connectivity to CEN (10 points)
	Proposal addresses this problem area 

(10 points)
	Proposal does not address this problem area (0 points)
	

	Section C

	Status of Current Infrastructure Work (Required only if LEA received Connecticut Infrastructure Funds in the last three years);  [readers please refer to Appendix K, page 34]
	If LEA has received funding and has not submitted the form, then subtract 15 points. 

(-15 pts)
	

	Total Score
	


Additional Comments:

Do you recommend this proposal to be funded? ________ yes ________ no

If yes, what should the grant award amount be? $_____________________

If the recommended grant award is less than full funding, please explain why. 
Page 34    Appendix K:  CT Infrastructure grantees '04-'06 and '05-'07
	04-'06
	ACES
	
	05-'07
	Hamden  
	
	05-'07
	Region 15

	05-'07
	Achievement First; Elm City
	
	04-'06
	Hartford
	
	04-'06
	Region 15 

	05-'07
	Amistad Academy
	
	05-'07
	Hartford  
	
	05-'07
	Region 16

	04-'06
	Ansonia
	
	05-'07
	Hartland
	
	04-'06
	Region 17 

	04-'06
	Avon
	
	05-'07
	Hebron 
	
	05-'07
	Region 19

	05-'07
	Avon  
	
	04-'06
	Killingly
	
	04-'06
	Rocky Hill

	05-'07
	Berlin  
	
	05-'07
	Killingly  
	
	05-'07
	Salem 

	04-'06
	Bethany
	
	04-'06
	LEARN
	
	05-'07
	Seymour  

	04-'06
	Bloomfield
	
	05-'07
	LEARN
	
	05-'07
	Simsbury  

	05-'07
	Bloomfield 
	
	05-'07
	Lebanon  
	
	04-'06
	Somers

	05-'07
	Bolton 
	
	04-'06
	Litchfield
	
	04-'06
	South Windsor

	05-'07
	Bozrah 
	
	04-'06
	Madison
	
	04-'06
	Southington

	04-'06
	Bristol
	
	05-'07
	Madison  
	
	05-'07
	Sprague 

	05-'07
	Canaan 
	
	04-'06
	Mansfield
	
	05-'07
	Stafford  

	04-'06
	Canton
	
	05-'07
	Mansfield
	
	04-'06
	Stonington

	04-'06
	Cheshire
	
	04-'06
	Meriden
	
	05-'07
	Stratford  

	05-'07
	Cheshire  
	
	05-'07
	Meriden  
	
	04-'06
	Tolland

	04-'06
	Colchester
	
	05-'07
	Middletown  
	
	04-'06
	Trumbull

	05-'07
	Colchester 
	
	04-'06
	Milford
	
	05-'07
	Voluntown 

	05-'07
	CREC
	
	04-'06
	Montville
	
	04-'06
	Wallingford

	04-'06
	CREC 
	
	05-'07
	Montville  
	
	05-'07
	Wallingford  

	04-'06
	Cromwell
	
	04-'06
	Naugatuck
	
	04-'06
	Waterbury

	04-'06
	Danbury
	
	04-'06
	New Britain
	
	05-'07
	Waterbury  

	05-'07
	Danbury  
	
	04-'06
	New Canaan
	
	05-'07
	Waterford  

	04-'06
	Darien
	
	05-'07
	New Fairfield 
	
	05-'07
	Watertown 

	05-'07
	Darien  
	
	05-'07
	New Hartford  
	
	04-'06
	West Hartford

	04-'06
	East Granby
	
	04-'06
	New Haven
	
	04-'06
	West Haven

	05-'07
	East Granby 
	
	05-'07
	New London  
	
	05-'07
	West Haven 

	05-'07
	East Haddam  
	
	04-'06
	New Milford
	
	04-'06
	Westbrook

	04-'06
	East Hampton
	
	05-'07
	New Milford 
	
	04-'06
	Wethersfield

	04-'06
	East Hartford
	
	04-'06
	Newington
	
	05-'07
	Wethersfield  

	05-'07
	East Hartford  
	
	05-'07
	Newtown 
	
	04-'06
	Willington

	04-'06
	East Lyme
	
	04-'06
	North Branford
	
	05-'07
	Winchester 

	04-'06
	East Windsor
	
	05-'07
	North Branford
	
	05-'07
	Windsor  

	05-'07
	EASTCONN
	
	04-'06
	North Stonington
	
	04-'06
	Windsor Locks

	04-'06
	EASTCONN 
	
	05-'07
	North Stonington  
	
	05-'07
	Woodbridge  

	04-'06
	Education Connection
	
	04-'06
	Norwalk
	
	04-'06
	Woodstock

	05-'07
	Education Connection
	
	05-'07
	Oxford  
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Ellington
	
	04-'06
	Plainville
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Enfield
	
	05-'07
	Plainville 
	
	
	

	05-'07
	Enfield  
	
	04-'06
	Pomfret
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Fairfield
	
	05-'07
	Portland  
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Farmington
	
	04-'06
	Putnam
	
	
	

	05-'07
	Farmington  
	
	04-'06
	Region 4
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Glastonbury
	
	04-'06
	Region 7
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Granby
	
	05-'07
	Region 8
	
	
	

	05-'07
	Griswold  
	
	04-'06
	Region 5 
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Groton
	
	04-'06
	Region 10
	
	
	

	05-'07
	Groton  
	
	04-'06
	Region 13
	
	
	

	04-'06
	Guilford
	
	05-'07
	Region 13
	
	
	

	05-'07
	Guilford  
	
	04-'06
	Region 14
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