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BRIAN KEATING:  All right.  Well, without any further ado, I'm going to go ahead and turn things over to our speakers today.  So I believe I'm turning it over to Judi Fisher.  Is that accurate? 
JUDI FISHER:  Yes.  
MR. KEATING:  OK.  Very good.  Judi, take it away.  
MS. FISHER:  Thanks, Brian.  Good afternoon and welcome to our fourth webinar on the implementation on the TAACCCT grants.  We have one more to go after today.  But today is a webinar specifically designed for the consortium grantees.  
So not all agreements are consortium agreements, but a majority of them are.  And we wanted to make sure that we've covered a couple of the issues that have arisen lately over how do you implement the consortium agreements.  
So today we're going to talk about consortium members, what the consortium agreements should look like, how the funding mechanisms will work with these grants for consortium members; some discussion on budgets and budget narratives and what needs to be in them if it isn't already; and then we want to talk a little bit about oversight of the grants.  
So having said that, let's move on to consortium members.  
So under these grants, all consortium members have to be eligible applicants as defined in the solicitation for grant application.  So all consortium members have to be an institution of higher education, which was the application eligibility criteria.  There was one consortium member who signed the application on behalf of the consortium members and who was selected as the lead institution under the grant.  However, the grant, unlike other grants, is to the consortium.  
So while there is a lead institution who has taken on administrative and fiscal responsibilities and is, in essence, the lead grantee, we look at these as collaborative grants in which the consortium members function sort of like a co-grantee.  We don't use that term.  We don't have co-grantees usually in ETA.  
So we have a lead institution, but we also have consortium members who are also eligible to have submitted an application on their own but have chosen to band together to submit a consolidated application that is done on behalf of the consortium itself.  Our grant is to the consortium for carrying out the activities that the consortium has agreed to perform.  
Those consortium members must follow the rules and requirements outlined in the grant agreement, in the uniform administrative requirements and in the federal cost principles.  So in essence, as a co-grantee or as a consortium member under this grant, you are equally responsible for following the guidelines that the lead institution has to follow in managing the grant dollars.  
The lead institution has some additional responsibilities.  They have the actual award with the Department of Labor.  Under that award, they are the point of contact with Labor to receive and respond to all inquiries or communications under the grant.  
So under the grant, the lead institution is responsible for communication with the federal project officer, for communication with the grant office – on behalf of the consortium member.  This keeps us from having to have 17 different people that the grant officer is talking to.  And so the lead applicant – the lead consortium member – institution – will gather this information and be the conduit for policies from DOL and questions to DOL.  
They are the entity that actually has the authority to draw the money down.  So there needs to be a mechanism to provide that funding to the consortium members, but only one person has the key to the bank vault.  OK? And they are responsible for submitting the deliverables.  That includes all of the technical and financial reports, regardless of who actually performed the work under the consortium.  
So you have a consortium of eight member institutions, and member institution B has the first three deliverables under the grant.  They will submit that to the lead applicant – or the lead institution – and the lead institution will file the appropriate reports on behalf of the organizations that are members of the consortium.  
Only the lead institution may request or agree to a revision or amendment of the grant agreement.  So any modifications have to be proposed by and agreed upon by the lead institution.  They have the overall responsibility for carrying out the programmatic functions of the grant and they have the stewardship of the funds.  In essence, we hold them accountable for making sure the consortium delivers and that the consortium appropriately expends the federal dollar.  
And they will be the institution that works with the department at the end of this grant to close out that activity on behalf of all of the consortium members.  
These roles and responsibilities are discussed in the consortium agreement, which is comprised of a letter, an agreement, an MOU – some document – takes a lot of forms – is attached to the statement of work and is part of your grant award.  So that consortium agreement is actually an element of your grant agreement, just like your statement of work is an element of your grant agreement, or your budget narrative is an element of the grant agreement.  
The consortium agreement itself is, in fact, an element of the agreement.  It contains the funding and the activities that are associated with each of those consortium members.  It reflects a commitment of all the consortium members to provide the lead institution with the information that they're going to need to actually be the lead institution and report and deliver the product to the Department of Labor.  
OK.   If someone drops out of the consortium, then the grantee – the lead institution grantee – needs to provide an explanation within 60 days of the award.  So since we're within that period, if you have consortium members that are no longer part of your consortium, you need to immediately notify your federal project officer.  
The agreement has to contain certain information.  It has to have the goals and activities for which each individual consortium institution will be responsible.  It is the amount of funds and the activities with that funding for which each individual consortium member will be responsible.  And again, it is the commitment of all consortium members to provide the lead institution with everything they're going to need to meet the reporting requirements of the grant.
So then we get to how do you fund the consortium members.  ETA has looked at this and we believe the consortium agreement serves as the funding mechanism.  The consortium agreement can be transmitted to the consortium members in accordance with the consortium agreement.  
They are no subgrantees, so you want to be able to have a funding mechanism that allows for you to provide the funding for the activities that are specified; and because the consortium agreement provides this information, it can serve as the document that gives you the authority to provide the funding to the consortium members.  
The consortium agreements are not grants and they are not contracts.  Regardless of what is in the consortium agreement, the grant funds have to be spent in accordance with rules that are specific in the grant agreement; in other words, the federal cost principles as they relate to preapprovals and as they relate to allowable costs.  Those come to the Department of Labor for preapproval through the lead institution.  
But all institutions that are part of the consortium are equally responsible for following those rules – and that the appropriate type of procurement has been done.  On Wednesday we're going to have – oh, wait, that's tomorrow – tomorrow we're going to have a webinar on the difference between subcontracts and subgrants, and we'll talk a little bit more about that type of procurement as well.  
So in addition to the consortium agreement, consortium members costs have to be included on the budgets.  I know on the very first webinar we were a bit unclear on where those costs should be reflected on the SF 424A because at that time we had not looked at the consortium agreement as the funding mechanism for the grants, and that all of the consortium members would be more or less equal members of the consortium for purposes of the budget.

So the consortium member costs need to be included on the 424A line items as if they were the lead grantee.  That is personnel, equipment, indirect cost, travel, et cetera, rather than being lumped on the contractual line.  There does need to be backup for that 424A that provides the budget breakout against those same line items for each member of the consortium.  
That's needed for oversight, both by the lead applicant – the lead institution – as well as by the Department of Labor when they do their oversight of the consortium members.  So there needs to be a budget breakout that says for the personnel line item, this is the personnel for institution A, B, C, D, E.  Those are rolled up out of the budget narrative and included on the appropriate line of the SF 424A.  So it doesn't go on the contractual line item.  
Now, we've done a brief review of the consortium agreements and the budgets and most grantees have included them on the appropriate line items.  There are a number of you who may have put them all on contractual and we will be working with you individually to make sure that we get a revised budget that is appropriately reflecting where the costs go.  
Indirect costs.  There is a line item on the SF 424A for indirect costs.  In compiling this information, the lead applicant needs to reflect both the amounts as well as the rate for each consortium member that is be identified as claiming indirect costs.  So the line item will be the total indirect cost amount that is going to be charged to the grant on behalf of the consortium members.
Then the budget narrative, or budget breakout, will specify the dollar amount and the rate for each of the member institutions.  So it won't be like an average rate.  It'll be individual rates in the budget narrative itself.  
There is an administrative cost limitation that is associated with this grant.  The 10 percent limit applies against the entire grant award amount, but it is attributable to the consortium as a whole.  So all of the consortium members must track and report administrative costs.  They must track direct admin as well as their indirect costs that are administrative costs.  
We encourage that you break out the administrative costs in the budget breakout so that the manner in which the lead institution and the consortium members have determined to manage the administrative costs limitation is specified in that budget narrative.  
Our requirement is that it is 10 percent of the total grant award, and the consortium members can decide among themselves on how that 10 percent is to be managed.  But at any rate, all consortium members must track and report administrative costs in accordance with the WIA definition of admin, which we covered in last week's webinar.  And which we can cover again because I know this is tricky.  
Then we want to talk a bit about the prohibition on subgrant arrangements.  Subgrantees are defined as entities that will carry out major programmatic functions that directly meet the project's goals.  You enter into a subcontract to procure goods and/or services that are ancillary or supportive to the grantee or the consortium members' operation of the project.  
The determination of whether or not you have entered into a subcontract or a subgrantee relationship is determined primarily by the general purpose, programmatic functions and 

responsibilities that the consortium members gives to the other organizations, along with the grant funds.  
There is an Attachment A to the solicitation for grant application which provides some guidance in making that distinction.  I would also point you to OMB Circular A-133, which in Section 210 talks about the difference between a subrecipient and a vendor.  That is also applicable in this instance.  If they are a subrecipient, if they do the activities called for as a subrecipient, then it would be a subgrant arrangement and those are prohibited by this legislation.  Tune in tomorrow at 2:00 and we'll go over this much more detail.

You are also required to have partners under this grant.  These are different from consortium members.  The consortium members are eligible applicants, remember, that would have been able to apply for the grant on their own and chosen to become part of a consortium.  You do need partners that will assist you in being able to achieve the outcomes of the grant.  You're required to have at least one employer partner that you work with over the course of the grant.  
You're required to have consultation with the workforce system.  And that also is a requirement for a partner.  You're required to have letters of commitment from employers that relate to the activities that your consortium is working on in terms of curriculum development, et cetera.  
When we talk about the partners, though, then we have to talk about whether they're funded or unfunded.  The subgrant prohibition means that you cannot have a subgrant arrangement with your funded partners.  You must use a contractual relationship and it must be a true subcontract.  
So if you have funded partners in your grant application, then we're going to need to look at that and make sure that it's truly an appropriate contract type of activity and not a subgrant type of activity.  So grant funds are only given to the partners through subcontracts and they must be appropriate for a contract, not a grant.  Doesn't matter what we call it; again, it's those activities that are going to be conducted.  
Oversight.  This being federal money, there is oversight.  So the lead institution has the stewardship responsibility for all expenditures under the grant.  And by that we mean that you have, as the lead institution, a responsibility to ensure that the monies have been appropriately spent on allowable project activities, and that they have been tracked and accounted for appropriately by the member institutions and reported back up for including in the financial report.  
You have to have, as the lead institution, policies and procedures in place – or developed shortly – that will address the requirements for the tracking and reporting of fund use by the consortium members.  
In terms of tracking the cost and looking at the cost, oversight will utilize the SF 424A and then those supplementary breakouts of the 424A for each institution member (sic) as part of their monitoring and oversight.  So the lead institution will use it going forward to make sure that the funds are being expended in accordance with the consortium agreement; and ETA will use those breakouts when they conduct their oversight of not only the lead institution but the member institutions.  
ETA will monitor through progress reports, both fiscal and programmatic.  We may conduct onsite monitoring of the lead institution and we may expand that onsite to conduct onsite monitoring of consortium members.  
OK.  Those are the specifics as they apply to consortiums.  We've left a lot of time here because we thought that there would probably be a number of questions that surround sort of our guidance on the consortiums as we move to implementation of the grants.

So I see we do have a lot of questions that have come up.  We're going to take a short break and discuss those questions and then we'll come back and walk through answering them as best we can.  
MR. KEATING:  So stick with us.  Don't disconnect from your phone line; don't disconnect from the webinar room.  We will be back in a couple of minutes.  (Pause.)
MS. FISHER:  All right.  Thank you for hanging on.  We have a lot of questions.  So we're going to go through the first seven or eight of them and then we'll take another little break.  
MAGGIE EWELL:  OK.  Can we scroll up to the top, Brian? Great.  
The first one – if we're not interpreting your question correctly, if you could please resubmit.  We're trying to decipher some acronyms.  We believe you're asking, "Are you saying to be a consortium, the grant agreement must be to a consortium versus to a lead institution? We submitted as a consortium but the grant agreement is to the lead entity."

And I'm going to turn it over to you.  
MS. FISHER:  So we have a single grant number and a single grant agreement that is to the lead institution on behalf of the consortium.  So they get the grant agreement.  They've taken on additional responsibilities by being the lead institution.  But it is a consortium grant.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  The next question, "Can the lead have separate agreements with the other consortium members?"

MS. FISHER:  The answer to that is yes.  You may have other types of agreements with the consortium members.  But the consortium agreement itself is going to serve as the funding mechanism.  It gives you the authority to provide the funding to those other institutions as well as to outline the goals.  
If your institution requires something other than a memorandum of understanding, you can have some other type of whatever is required by your institution.  But the authority for that will be the consortium agreement.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "What if the consortium letter we put into the proposal was a summary and not detailed enough to relate exact costs to exact activities? Is there a way to do an addendum?"

MS. FISHER:  Yes.  And in fact, we have started our review of all the consortium agreements and we've identified one or two that we think need additional information or that we need to talk to you about members.  
So there is a process.  It's a grant modification.  If you need to put more detail in your consortium agreement that specified those activities and funding amounts, then we would suggest you get in touch with the FPO just in case we didn't flag it as one we need to talk to you about and you want it to be a bit more detailed.  Certainly we can do that.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  The next question, "Does the lead institution need documentation and justification for each transaction, duplicating documentation held at the consortium member's site?"

MS. FISHER:  No.  
MS. EWELL:  Easy answer.  Next question.  "Does each consortium member report their revenue as federal revenue or does only the lead institution do this?"

MS. FISHER:  For purposes of this grant it is federal revenue because you are held responsible for all of the federal requirements.  So even though your arrangement with the lead institution, you have an arrangement directly with us, for the purposes of this grant you are, in fact, receiving federal revenue.  
MS. EWELL:  "Who approves and how would budget changes be made for consortium member budgets?"
MS. FISHER:  Glad you asked.  You have a federal project officer, and we have already talked to our federal project officers.  We'll be providing them additional guidance on the exact process to follow for making these changes.  But if we need to make these budget changes they're your first point of contact and they'll tell you exactly who it goes to and the process that we're going to follow.  
MS. EWELL:  "Should the quarterly financial report be presented to DOL by the lead applicant as an aggregate expense report, or should individual expense reports from each consortium member be provided by the lead applicant?"
MS. FISHER:  There is one financial report.  Just as there is one roll-up SF 424, one roll-up performance report, there is one roll-up financial report.  
So the lead institution submits that aggregate report that includes all of the expenditures that are approved expenditures that are submitted by the consortium member institutions.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  We're going to read this one last question – this is actually our 10th question – and we're going to take a quick pause, then, to look through the other questions.  This way we won't keep you on long pauses.  
"Consortium partners are responsible for performance against grant goals; correct?"

MS. FISHER:  Yes.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  We're going to pause for another two minutes while we look at the next chunk of 10 questions and then we'll be right back.  (Pause.)
Hi, everyone.  We're back.  We're going to go through the next chunk of 10.  The good news is it's 4:35.  We know that there's probably 25 or more questions after this, but it looks like we've got plenty of time to get to them all.  
So the first question, "What exactly are our monitoring responsibilities for subcontracts? OMB Circular A-133, 20 CFR 667, et cetera, talk about recipients and subrecipients.  The terms of contract does not appear."

MS. FISHER:  When you look at the work and the responsibilities under a subcontract, basically you're buying a product or a service.  And so it's not necessarily oversight against a set of rules because they don't apply to subcontracts.  What you're looking for is, did I get what I paid for? Did I get it timely? Did it meet all the requirements of my solicitation? And that's it.  
You don't have to know whether or not they got an audit.  You don't care.  The contractual arrangements are contained in the contract agreement and that is what you would look at.  Did I get what I required to be given? 

MS. EWELL:  Great.  The next question, "At the close of the grant, who owns all the equipment purchased and located at the various partner community colleges; the lead community college, the receiving partner community colleges or the consortium as a whole?"
MS. FISHER:  The uniform administrative requirements state that property, equipment, is owned by the party that purchased such property as approved to acquire such property.  So once it's been approved to be acquired and it's purchased, then title rests with that entity.  
MS. EWELL:  We have a request to explain the difference between a subgrantee and a subcontractor.  To take questions specifically about the consortium we're going to bump that until tomorrow.  We have a whole webinar that's designed around that difference.  So tune in at 2 p.m. tomorrow.  
Next question.  "Are budget breakouts to be shown on separate 424As?"

MS. FISHER:  No.  You do not need to submit a separate 424A.  What we ask is that you display the information against the line items on the 424A.  You can do that any way you really need to in the budget narrative.  You can list each institution and the nine items and the amount or you can list the nine line items and then list each institution.  However you decide to do it, those dollars need to roll up to the – (inaudible) – SF 424A, which is the only one that needs to be submitted.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "Regarding grant partners, is this required for each consortium member?" If I understand this question correctly, we talked about the required partners under the solicitation.  Those partners are for the grant as a whole.  So those requirements don't apply to each member.  But with your grant agreement, if you would look into that and you look in your application, there are letters of commitment and some of you put MOAs and other things from your employer partners and such.  That is the partners for the grant, not for each individual consortium member.  
OK.  Next question.  "We were instructed by DOL-ETA to put consortium members in the contractual line.  As a result, we have a $1 cap on indirect costs, but when partners are moved from contractual to line item detail, the increase is in total amount under direct charges.  How will this be adjusted?"

MS. FISHER:  Well, I'm not sure what you mean by "adjusted." But I do know that on the first webinar we thought that you would be putting everything under the contractual line.  That was after your grant had been awarded.  So that – when we went back and looked at the funding mechanism and realized these are actually consortium grants, then we needed to reconcile that with the budget forms.  
So they do need to be on the appropriate line item because you are all members of the consortium and, in essence, co-grantees.  Remember, as of last week's webinar, indirect costs and administrative costs are not the same thing.  And so if you're now capping indirect costs because of the admin cost limit and you had said, well, they were on contractual so it doesn't apply, you're going to need to go back and look at that – look at the impact it has on your grant and work with your FPO to figure out the best way to go through this.  
But yes, it does have to go back and be on the appropriate line of the SF 424A.  
MS. EWELL:  Eighteen.  This is a little off-topic but we'll address it.  "Regarding renovations, what is the process or information required to seek approval?"

MS. FISHER:  Again, we talked a bit last week about renovations and alterations.  When you get ready to actually start your renovations or you want to begin planning for your renovations, that is a request made through the FPO to the grant officer, for which you will receive a written approval – or disapproval – from the grant officer.  And you can start that process at any point.
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "Do we need to submit a modified 424 to reflect any DOL-approved budget revisions?"
MS. FISHER:  Well, actually you have to submit a 424 in order for DOL to approve budget revisions.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  Last question for this set.  "Regarding the budget breakout, is there a required form or format?"
MS. FISHER:  No.  We do not require – we don't have a requirement for the budget narrative.  But understand that as a lead institution you're going to be using that budget narrative as a mechanism for you to know each of the member institutions and the funding attributable to each.  So it needs to be in a form or format that you can use as well as we can use.  
MS. EWELL:  Great.  All right.  We're going to take two minutes again to look through the next batch of questions.  (Pause.)
All right.  We are back with – if you have them, keep submitting them, but this is the last chunk we're going to get through.  
"Can the lead agency elect to use subcontracts with the consortium members pool, provided the subcontract contains all of the required elements of a consortium agreement?"

MS. FISHER:  The answer to that is no because a subcontract – the agreements with the consortium members, the work that is performed by the consortium members falls under the work that a subrecipient would do if you were to have a subrecipient-type of relationship.  It doesn't meet the test of a contract, which is buying goods and services.  
The consortium members are there to assist all of you in achieving the grant outcomes.  And that is the definition of a recipient or a subrecipient.  So no, a subcontract is not an appropriate document.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  Question about equipment budgets.  "Should they only reflect items with $5,000 or more cost?"
MS. FISHER:  Yes.  The equipment line item refers to the federal definition of equipment.  And the federal definition of equipment is an item – or group of items that function as a single item – that have a unit cost of $5,000 or more and a useful life of one year or more.  It includes tangible property only.  
So the definitions found in the uniform administrative requirements – that would be at 29 CFR Part 95; I believe it's 95.2 – and you need to look at that definition.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  Next question.  "Will the lead member show the entire grant on their statement of expenditures as federal awards and members just their share?"
MS. FISHER:  I believe this refers to the A-133 form, the FEFA, which is the federal expenditures.  And we need to talk with our A-133 coordinators as to whether or not this is going to be reflected in total and each member is sort of a sub-pass-through entity or not.  That's not a question we can answer immediately.  
Knowing that fiscal years start as soon as December 31 – the end of the fiscal year – this is something that we will work with OMB, who is the steward of the audit circular, to address and we'll have an answer for you.  But it probably will not be until December.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "As the lead institution, how do we verify appropriate expenditures if we don't require documentation from our partners?"
MS. FISHER:  As the lead institution you have responsibility for oversight.  You need to work with your member institutions to ensure that you have a mechanism by where you can do oversight of their expenditures.  
I think if you're asking to have the same documentation – source documentation to submit, you're going to end up having to rent seven vaults to contain all of the receipts, et cetera and timesheets for the member institutions.  So look at what it is that you want to accomplish and we will work with you to accomplish that in a manner that works for all of you.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "Will you be providing a template for consortium agreements?" 
MS. FISHER:  The solicitation for grant application was very specific on the elements that needed to be included in the consortium agreement.  We will not be providing a formal template that lays those out in like a numbering system.  
The agreement is in the consortium (sic) – application on what page (sic).  It has to include the activities for which each consortium member will be responsible; the amount of funds attributable to each consortium member.  And it's found on page 13 of the solicitation for grant application.  So that's your template.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "When will you be addressing FFATA reporting requirements?"
MS. FISHER:  We are going to have a separate webinar on FFATA requirements.  For those of you who are not familiar with that acronym, it stands for Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act.  And it is a subrecipient award reporting system.  Since there are no subrecipients, the requirements for FFATA will be very, very slim.  
We will need to work with the GATB – the Government Accountability and Transparency Board – which is a new council that's working on federal grant reform, to discuss the use of the consortium grant and how that relates to FFATA.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  Back to lead institutions.  They have the stewardship responsibility for all expenditures and must have policies and procedures for tracking and reporting.  If we don't get copies of the consortium members' expenditures, we would need this documentation for audit.
MS. FISHER:  I think I've already addressed that.  
MS. EWELL:  Sorry about that.  "What happens to unspent funds if a consortium member does not spend all their award?"
MS. FISHER:  Considering that these grants just began and some of them are upwards of many millions of dollars – all of them are upwards of many millions of dollars; some substantially more than many – I think it's a bit premature to be talking about what happens in the event that a consortium member does not expend all of the grant funds.   
If consortium members are not performing, if there are slow startup costs, those are issues that you discuss with your federal project officer and we'll provide you technical assistance on how to move towards that.  If, in two and a half years, we have a substantial amount, then I think that's time for this conversation.  
MS. EWELL:  "Can the lead community college disburse the total MOU amount upfront to the partners, or must the community college consortium partners submit invoices?"
MS. FISHER:  There is a difference between cash and cost.  You may not draw down your entire grant and issue the cash to the member institutions.  You are allowed to do that.  OK? 
So if you've got an $18 million grant, you can't go in and draw down the whole $18 million and put it in several bank accounts.  You have to provide funding for expenditures.  You may do this either on an advance or reimbursement basis, but it has to be predicated on need for disbursement.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  "When referring to line items mentioned, is it the same as the budget categories?"
MS. FISHER:  Yes.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  And we just got another one in.  "The indirect cost rate ceiling was identified in the grant agreement.  If additional indirect costs by consortium members – not the lead institution – were included in the contractual line, as we were told to do prior to submission of the grant award, how do we add those indirect costs included in the contractual line of being moved out of contractual? Will the indirect ceiling be adjusted accordingly?"
MS. FISHER:  As you prepare that modification, working with your federal project officer, if we need to adjust that cost in your grant agreement, we will look at it at that time.  It's premature until we see the exact fallout, how one clause affects another, to say exactly how it will be addressed.  
MS. EWELL:  OK.  We've had a couple of questions related to program income.  That is really off-topic for this webinar.  So we just wanted to let you know it will be covered in the future but it's not on tap for today.  
And that is the last question that fit under here.  So we thank everyone for joining us.  If you have any questions, please feel free to follow up with your federal project officer.  
And we're also giving you a quick preview for tomorrow.  Judy?

MS. FISHER:  So tomorrow's webinar is the last in this series of webinars.  We will begin again in January with a series of webinars on reporting, et cetera.  But tomorrow is the last one.  And in that, we're going to talk specifically about subgrants and subcontracts.  Where it says how to procure, it's basically how to define the type of agreement and how to enter into those agreements and what those mean.  
So we're going to review the subgrant prohibition.  We're going to talk about subcontracts and the procurement requirements.  Procurement is going to be very brief, and we'll mainly center around agreement administration.  
With that, I want to thank all of you for your questions and your patience with us.  We're looking forward to tomorrow.  We know that you've gotten an immense amount of information in a very short period of time.  And if your head isn't swimming – I know mine is, so I do share your pain.  
I also want to thank Maggie Ewell from the Office of Grants Management, who was the other voice that you've heard on this webinar.  
Back to you guys.  
MR. KEATING:  All right.  Very good.  Before you log off for today, as you can see we've switched over to a separate platform here.  So if you could just go ahead and – a couple of general questions for you.  If you could rate the quality of today's webinar as well as the audio quality, depending on if you were logged in just listening on your computer or if you dialed into the teleconference, that would be great.  
And then, any general feedback you have about today's webinar, you can go ahead and let us know there on that chat on the left-hand side of your screen.  And then on the right-hand side, if there are additional topics that you'd like to learn more about or you'd like to see featured in upcoming webinars, just go ahead and let us know in that chat on the right.  
We'll go ahead and leave the webinar room open for a few minutes just to give you a chance to respond to those questions, but we'll go ahead and close out the audio portion of today's webinar.  As we said earlier, we look forward to seeing you on tomorrow's webinar and on future webinars.  
Have a great day, everybody.

(END)
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