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State of Idaho Broadband Data and Development Program
Supplemental Budget Abstract

State: Idaho

Awardee: The EdLab Group/LinkAMERICA (P.K.A. Puget Sound Center for Teaching Learning and
Technology) '

Projects: Data Collection and Related Activities (Years 3-5), Capacity Building, and Technology
Training

Requested Funding;

Existing Approved Funding (Years 1-2): $ 1,832,357

Years 3-5 Federal Funds Request: Year 3: 51,132,459, Year 4: $906,128 Year 5:5760,792 Total:
$2,799,379

Years 3-5 Matching Funds Commitment: $699,773

Years 3-5 Total Project Budget: $3,499,152

Data Collection and Related Activities

EDLAB/LINKAMERICA seeks funding to continue and advance existing SBDDP mapping and data
collection efforts, while transferring the management and maintenance of the program from the
vendors to the State, for an additional 3 years. Several new activities have also been added. Core
project activities to be completed by the EDLAB/LINKAMERICA team will include the following:

1. Data & Development Deliverables and NOFA compliance: The extension of the bi-annual
data collection and submission efforts to meet all NTIA deadlines for data updates, and
continue to update the State’s own interactive map of broadband coverage. These activities
will be increasingly transitioned to state personnel in Years 4-5,

2. Data Validation: This effort will continue in Years 3-5 with special emphasis on Consumer
Surveys, Third Party Data, Drive Testing and Crowd Sourcing.

3. Address Data Improvements: EDLAB/LINKAMERICA will work collaboratively with existing
efforts to support the development of a comprehensive rural address database in the state
of Idaho. This is a new program activity.

4. Cataloging Public Networks: New emphasis will be placed on an effort to identify publicly
owned data networks that may be quickly leveraged to increase broadband availability and
adoption. This is a new program emphasis, although data from Year 1-2 surveys will be used
in this effort.

Capacity Building

A three-point initiative s proposed as a solution to address gaps in current capacity and resources
required for the sustainable achievement broadband plans developed in the first two years of this
program. The program will include content modules with training and information resources to support
measurable implementation of broadband projects, monitoring and evaluation of broadband progress
across the state, and the establishment of a state broadband directorship.

Technical Training

A proposed Technical Training and Leadership Program will include seminars of changes in technology,
impacts of federal and state palicy seminars, industry-sector workshops, and various manuals and
reports that help providers and stakeholders navigate funding, technology and policy changes.



OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

Version 02

* 1. Type of Submisgsion:

[ Preapplication [] New
[] Application

W] Changed/Corrected Application [ Revision

* 2, Type of Application:

[[] Centinuatien

* If Revislon, select appropriate letter(s):

‘A: Increase Award, C: Increase Duration

* Other {Specify)

* 3. Date Received;

4, Applicant Idenfifier:

iCompleled by Grants.gov upon submission. |

| EdLab Group - FKA PSCTLT |

5a, Federal Entity [dentifier:

* Bb. Federal Award Identifier:

|}| 16-50-Mo9014

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State:

|:] 7. State Application Identifier: |

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

* a. Legal Name: |EdLab Group - FKA Puget Sound Center for Teaching, Leaming and Technology

* b. Employer/Taxpayer |dentification Number (EIN/TIN):

* ¢. Organizational DUNS:

31-1626190

|H 158484738

d. Address:

* Streeti:

‘ 19020 33rd Avenue West, Suite 210

Street2: \

* City: | Lynnwood

County: |

* State; |WA: Washington

Province: |

|

* Country: |

USA: UNITED STATES

* Zip ! Postal Code: |93035.4754

|

e. Organizational Unit;

Department Mame:

Divisicn Name:

Diversity in Technology Group

|]|LinkAMERICA

f. Name and contact information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: | Ms. ]

* First Name: | Karen

Middie Name: |

* Last Name: l Peterson

Suffix: l |

Title: |CEOlExecutive Director

Organizational Affiliation:

* Telephone Number: | (425) 977-47M

Fax Number: |425-977-4761

* Email: [kpeterson@edlabgroup.org




OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

Version 02

9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

| M: Nonprofit with 501C3 IRS Status (Other than Institution of Migher Education)

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

[

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

* Other (specify):

|

* 10. Name of Federal Agency:

‘NGMS Agency  Department of Commerce

11. Cataiog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

11557 |
CFDA Title:

ARRA - SBDD

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

JMBL-SF424FAMILY-ALLFORMS 0660-ZA29 J

* Title:

MBL-SFaziTamily-AlFoms pecovery Act - State Broadband Data and Development Grant

Program

13. Competition Identification Number:

Title:

14, Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

Idaho

*15. Descriptive Title of Applicant's Project:

l.inkIDAHO

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.




OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

16. Congressional Districts Of:

*a. Applicant | WA-001 : * b. Program/Project | ID-All

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressionat Districts If needed.

Delete Attachment H\f’iew Atiachment|

17. Proposed Project:

* a. Start Date: | 11/1/2011 * b. End Date: | 10/30/2014

18. Estimated Funding ($):

*f. Program Income |

* a. Federal |2799378 |

* b, Applicant [ 10500 |

| o stete 440733 |
*d. Loecal I ‘

* &. Other | 248540 |

|

|

*g. TOTAL 3499151

* 19, Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

[] a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Pragess for reviaw on : .
[[] b. Program is subject to E.Q. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.

(W] c. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372.

* 20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (If "Yes", provide explanation.)

[]Yes (] No Explanation

21. *By signing this application, 1 certify (1} to the statements contained in the list of certifications* and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. 1 also provide the required assurances** and agree to
comply with any resulting terms if I accept an award. [ am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims
may subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U.5. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

W **1AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may cbtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency
specific instructions.

Authorized Representative:

Prefix: IMS. | * First Name: |Karen . I

Middle Name: | |

* Last Name: I Peterson . l

Suffix; | |

* Title: ‘ CEQ/Executive Director

* Telephone Number: |(425) 977-4741 | Fax Number: [425-977.4751 |

* Email: [ kpeterson@edlabgroup.org |

* Signatu;e of Authorized Representative: |Completed by Grants.gov upon submission. l *Data Signed: ICumpleted by Grants.gov upon submissian. !

Authorized for Local Reproduction - Standard Form 424 (Revised 10/2005)
' Praescribed by OMB Circular A-102




OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

* Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following field should contain an explanation if the Appiicant organization is delinquent on any Federal Debt. Maximum number of
characters that can be entered is 4,000, Try and avoid extra spaces and carriage returns to maximize the availability of space.




Applicant Name:|idaho - EDLab - P.K.A.Puget Sound Center Award Number: 16-50-M09014

Budget Information - Non Gonstruction Programs

Section A - Budget Summary

Grant Proaram Funci Catalog of Federal Estimated Unobligated Funds New of Revised Budget
Oi ctivi unction or Domestic Assistance
ivity Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total
{a) {b) {c) {d) (e) {f {9)
1. Data 11.557 $1,763,280 $440,733 - $2,204,013
2, Capacity Building 11.557 $904,209 $226,040 $1,130,249
3. Technical Training 11.657 [ $131,889 $33,000 $164,889
4, ' ' $0
5, Totals $0 %0 $2,799,378 $699,773 $3,499,151
Section B - Budget Categories
Grant Program, Function or Activity
6. Object Class Categories " = - — Total (5)
Data ‘ Capacity Building Technical Tratning (4}
a, Personnel $147,472 $0 $0 $147 472
b. Fringe Benedits $36,868 $0 S0 $36,868
c. Travel : $12,000 $0 $0 $12,000
d. Equipment - $0 $0 $0 $0
e. Supplies $3,000 ' $0 $0 $3,000
f. Contractual $1,509,072 $889,209 $131,889 | $2,530,170
g. Construction $0 $0 $0 $0
h. Other $440,733 $226,040 $33,000 $699,773
i, Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h) $2,149,145 $1,115,249 $164,889 $0 $3,429,283
j. Indirect Charges $54,868 $15,000 $0 $69,868
k. Totals (sum of 6i-6]) $2,204,013 $1,130,249 $164,889 $0 $3,499,151

7. Program income $0
Page 1 of 4 ' SF-424A (Rev. 4-92)
Previous Edition Usable Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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Section C - Non-Federal Resources

(a} Grant Program

(b) Applicant

{c) State

{d) Other Sources

{e) Totals

8. Data

$440,733

$440,733

9. Capacity Building

$10,500

§

215,540

$226,040

10. Techinical Training

$33,000

$33,000

1.

0

12. Total (sum of lines 8 - 11)
Section D - Forecasted Cash Needs

Total for 1st Year

$10,500

1st Quarter

$440,733

2nd Quarter

$

3rd Quarter

248,540

$699,773

4th quarter

13. Federal ' $0

14. Non-Federal . $0

15. Total (sum of lines 13 and 14) $0

Section E - Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the Project

{a) Grant Program

50

50

Future Funding Periods (Years)

$0

L1t

(b} First

{c } Second

(d) Third

{e} Fourth

16.

17.

18.

19.

20. Total (sum of lines 16-19)

Section F - Other Budget Information
21. Direct Charges

Predetermined - .19 Provisional - .14

23. Remarks

SF-424A (Rev. 4-02)

Page 2 of 4 .
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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Instructions for the SF-424A

Public Reperting Burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 3.0 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Please do not return your completed form to the Office of Management and Budget; send it to the address

provided by the sponsoring agency.

General Instructions

This form is designed so that application can be made for funds from one or more grant
programs. in preparing the budget, adhere to any existing Federal grantor agency
guidelines which prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should be separately
shown for different functions or activities within the program. For some programs, grantor
agencies may require budgets o be separately shown by function or activity. For other
programs, grantor agencies may require a breakdown by function or activity. Sections A,
B, C, and D should include budget estimates for the whole project except when applying
for assistance which requires Federal authorization in annual or other funding period
increments. In the later case, Sections A, B, C, and D should provide the budget for the
first budget period (usually a year) and Section E should present the need for Federal
assistance in the subsequent budget periods. All applications should contain a
breakdown by the object class categaries shown in Lines a-k of Section B.

Section A. Budget Summary Lines 1-4 Columns (a) and (b)

For applications pertaining to a single Federal grant program (Federal Domestic
Assistance Catalog number) and not requiring a functional or activity breakdown, enter
on Line 1 under Column (g} the catalog program titte and the catalog number in Column

).

Far applications pertaining to a single program requiring budget amounts by

multiple functions or activities, enter the name of each activity or function on each line in
Column {a), and enter the catalog number in Golumn {b). For applications pertaining to
multiple programs where none of the programs require a breakdown by function or
activity, enter the catalog program title on each line in Column (a) and the respective
catalog number on-each line in Column (b}.

For applications pertaining to multiple programs where one or more programs

require a breakdown by function or activity, prepare a separate sheet for each

program requiring the breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one form does
not provide adequate space for all breakdown of data required. However, when more
than one shest is used, the first page should provide the summary totals by programs.

Lines 1-4, Columns (c) through {g)
For new applications, leave Columns (c) and {d} blank. For each line entry in

Columns (a) and (b}, enter in Columns (e}, (f), and (g) the appropriate amounts of funds
needed to support the project for the first funding period {usually a year).

Page 3of4
Autherized for Local Reproduction

Previous Edition Usable

For continuing grant program applications, submit these forms before the end of
each funding period as required by the grantor agency. Enter in Columns () and (d} the
estimated amounts of funds which will remain unobligated at the end of the grant funding
period only if the Federal grantor agency instructions provide for this. Otherwise, leave
these columns blank. Enter in columns (e) and (f) the amounts of funds needed for the
upcoming period. The amount(s) in Column (g) should be the sum of amounts in
Columns (e) and {f}.

For supplemental grants and changes to existing grants, do not use Golumns (¢)

and (d). Enter in Column {e) the amount of the increase or decrease of Federal funds
and enter in Column (f) the amount of the increase or decrease of non-Federal funds. In
Golumn (g) enter the new total budgeted amount (Federal and non-Federal) which
includes the total previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or minus, as appropriate,
the amounts shown in Columns (e} and (f). The ameunt(s) in Column (g} should not
equal the sum of amounts in Columns (g) and (f).

Line 5—Show the totals for all columns used.

Section B. Budget Categories

In the column headings (a) through (4), enter the titles of the same programs,

functions, and activities shown on Lines 1-4, Column (a), Section A, When

additional sheets are prepared for Section A, provide similar column headings on each
sheet. For each program, function or activity, fill in the total requirements for funds (both
Federal and non-Federal) by object class categories.

. Lines 6a-i--Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each column.

Line 6j—Show the amount of indirect cost.

Line 6k—Enter the total of amounts on Lines 6i and 6j. For all applications for new
grants and continuation grants the total amount in column {5}, Line 6k, should be the
same as the total amount shown in Section A, Column (g}, Line 5. For supplemental
grants and changes to grants, the total amount of the increase or decrease as shown in
Columns {1)-{4}, Line 6k should be the same as the sum of the amounts in Section A,
Columns {¢) anrd (f) on Line 5.
Line 7——Enter the estimated amount of income, if any, expected to be generated from
this project. Do not add or subtract this amount from the total project amount. Show
under the program narrative statement the nature and source of income, The estimated
amount of program income may be considered by the federal grantor agency in
determining the total amount of the grant.

SF-424A (Rev. 4-32
Prescribed by OMB Circutar A-102




Section C. Non-Federal Resources

Lines 8-11—Enter amounts of non-Federal resources that will be used on the
grant. If in-kind contributions are included, provide a brief explanation on a
separate sheet,

Column (a)—Entér the program titles identical to Celumn (&), Section A. A
breakdown by function or activity is not necessary.

Column (b)—Enter the contribution to be made by the applicant.

Column (c}—Enter the amount of the State's cash and in-kind contribution if
the applicant is not a State or State agency. Applicants which are a State or
State agencies should leave this column blank.

Column (d)—Enter the amount of cash and in-kind contributions to be made
from all other sources.

Column (e)—Enter totals of Columns (b}, {c), and (d).

Line 12—Enter the total for each of Columns (b)-{e}. The amount in Column (e}
should be equal to the amount on Line 5, Column {f) Section A.

Section D. Forecasted Cash Needs

Line 13—Enter the amount of cash needed by quarter from the grantor agency
during the first year.

Line 14—Enter the amount of cash from all other sources needed by quarter
during the first year.

Line 15—Enter the totals of amounts on Lines 13 and 14.

Page 4 of 4
Authorized for Local Reproduction

Previcus Edificn Usable

Section E. Budget Estimates of Federal Funds Needed for Balance of the
Project

Lines 16-19—Enter in Column (a) the same grant program titles shown in
Column

(a}, Section A. A breakdown by function or activity is not necessary. For new
applications and continuation grant applications, enter in the proper columns
amounts of Federal funds which will be needed to complete the program or
project over the succeeding funding periods (usually in years}. This section
need not be completed for revisions (amendments, changes, or supplements} to
funds for the current year of existing grants.

if more than four lines are needed to list the program titles, submit additional
schedules as necessary.

Line 20—Enter the total for each of the Columns {(b)-(e}. When additional
schedules are prepared for this Section, annotate accordingly and show the
overall totals on this line.

Section F. Other Budget Information

Line 21—Use this space to explain amounts for individual direct object-class
cost categories that may appear to be out of the ordinary or to explain the
details as required by the Federal grantor agency.

Line 22—Enter the type of indirect rate (provisional, predetermined, final or
fixed} that will be in effect during the funding period, the estimated amount of
the base to which the rate is applied, and the total indirect expense.

Line 23—Provide any other explanations or comments deemed necessary.

SF-424A (Rev. 4-92
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102



OMB Approval No. 404G-0007
Expiration Date 04/30/2008

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUGTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of infermalion is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, Including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, ncluding suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DG 20503,

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. SEND
IT TO THE ADDRESS FROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE:

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | certify that the applicant;

1.

Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. if you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. !f

such is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authorlty to apply for Federal assistance
and the insfituticnal, managerial and financlal capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Faderal share
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management
and completion of the project described in this
application.

Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General
of the United States and, If appropriate, the State,
through any authorized representative, access to and
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or
documents related to the award; and will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with generaily
accepied accounting standards or agency directives,

Wi establish safeguards to prohibit employses from
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or
presents the appearance of personal or arganizational
confllet of Interest, or personal gain.

Wilt initiate and complete the work within the applicable
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding
agency.

Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of
1870 (42 U,S.C. §§4728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded under
one of the 19 statutes or regulations specifled in
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of
Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 800, Subpart F).

Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondlscrimination, These Include but are not limited to:
() Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L, 88-352)
which prohibits diserimination on the basts of race, colar
or national origin; (b) Title [X of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1688), which prchibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Previous Editlon Usable

Authorized for Logal Reproduction

Act of 1973, as amended {28 U.8.C. §794), which
prohibits discriminaticn on the basis of handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act of 1875, as amendad (42
U.8,C. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on'the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
Treatment Act of 1872 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug
abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabillitation
Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohel abuse or
alcohollsm; (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
Servlce Act of 1912 (42 U.5.C, §§290 dd-3 and 290 ee-
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of aleohol
and drug abuse patient records; (h) Tille VIII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.8.C. §53601 ot seq.), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination In the sale,
rental er financing of housling; (i) any other
nendiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being
made; and, (J) the requirements of any other
nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
application.

. Wil comply, or has already complied, with the

requirements of Tilles Il and NI of the Uniform
Relocation Asslstance and Real Property Acquisition
Pollcles Act of 1970 {P.L. 91-646) which provide for

fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
whose property is acquired as a result of Federal or
federally-assisted programs. These requirements appiy
to all Interests in real property acquired for project
purposes regardless of Federai participation in
purchases.

- Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the

Hateh Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds. .

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Clrcular A-102




8. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-

Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §§276a to 276a-7), the Copeland Act
(40 U.8.C. §276¢ and 18 U.5.C, §874), and the Contract
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.8.C, §§327-
333), regarding labor-standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements.

10. Wil comply, If applicable, with ﬂood insurance purchase
requirements of Sectlon 102{a) of the Flood Disaster
Protectlon Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires

recipients in a special flood hazard area to pariicipate in the
program and to purchase flood Insurance if the total cost of

insurable coenstruction and acquisition Is $10,000 or more,

11, will comply with environmental standards which may be
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of
environmental quallty control measures under the Nafional
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and
Executive Order (EC) 11514; (b) nofification of viatating
facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (c) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EQ 11988, (e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. §§1451 et seq.); () conformity of
Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as’ '
amended (42 U.8.C. §§7401 et seq.); (g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amendead (P.L.. 93-523);
and, (h) protection of endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (P.L. 93-
208). ’

12 will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.8.C. §§1271 ot seq.) related to protecting
components or potentia! componenis of the nationat
wild and scenic rivers system,

13. Wil assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.5.C. §470), EO 11593
(identification and protection of historic properties), and
the Archaeological and Historle Preservation Act of
1674 (18 U.S.C. §§469a-1 et seq.).

14. Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
human subjects invelved in research, development, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

15 Will comply with the Laboratory Animat Welfare Act of

1666 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.5.C. §§2131 et

seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of

warm blooded animats held for research, feaching, or
other activities supported by this award of assistance,

16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisaning
Prevention Act (42 U.5.C. §§4801 et seq.) which
prohibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
rehabllitation of residence structures.

17. Wil cause to be performed the required financial and
compliance audits In accordance with the Single Audit
Agct Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No. A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations."

18.  Will comply with all applicable requirements of ali other
Federal laws, exacutive orders, regulations, and policies
governing this program.

* SIGNAJRE OF D CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

-—

eted Y§ subimis,

*TITLE

| cro

* APPLIGANT DRGANIZATION

|Puqet Sound Center for Teaching,

“ DATE SUBMITTED

Completed on submission to Grants.gov

Learning and Technology

Standard Form 424B {Rev. 7-87) Back
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EdLab Project Manager:
EdLab Operations Manag
EdLab Contracts Coardin
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 Q 0
G 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 ¢
0 0 1,500 1,500 !
G
re EEH R 2 =g 2 EERI S i
Misc Supplies {included computers/peripherals under $5000) 2,000 500 500
Genérai Vcor.trtractor %o} da.ta col[e}tion, énal\;sis, w;bslte, 6ther 0 550,320 473,380 484,872
0 0 0 1]
-0 0 0 0
0 0 0 Q
0 s} [ 1]
0 Q0 0 ]
5 i of 1872475 18426.5]  17716.75
Y Bb S 6117 2
*Indirect cost above calculated as 20% of total 34% EdLab indirect rate
Total
PSCTLT Indirect Contribution {14% of total negotiated rate of 34%) $13,107| 512,898 $12,4G2 $38,408
14% calculated on Direct Costs and first $25,000 of contractual expenses
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State CIO/GIO Salaries/Benefits

PSCTLT Contributed Indirect Rate*

State Mapping Employee Contributed Indirect Rate**

WOt | E hEGSEER

State of Idaho & Regional Broadband Advisory Board Volunt

*Contributed portion of PSCTLT's Indirect Rate, See bottom of "Request (Fed)" worksheet for calculation

**Indirect rate for support of two new positions within GIQ's office. See bottom of "Cantracts Budget” worksheet for calculation
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IDAHO - SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

Mapping Contractor Detail - for CostQuest Associates

- A. Personnel (3% COLA)
CEQ - Supervisory Role
Program Director

Project Manager

[GIS Director

Interngl Systems Support/Architacture

Rate

Year3
Hours

Yeard
. Hours

Year §
Hours

coLa
Year1

coLA
Year2

COLA
Year3

Year3

Year 4

Year 5

Provicer Relations Manager
| COLA COLA COLA :
B. Fringe Benefits {25% rats} Rate |(Year 1 FTE|Year2FTE|Year 3FTE| Yeat1 Year2 Yeard Yeard Yeard Year 5
CEQ - Supervisery Rele 0]
Program Director $u|
Froject Manager $0|
GIS Director 5|
Internal Systems SuppertArchiteciure $0|
Provicer Relztions Manager $0|
0 $0) $0] $0]
Avg
Avg AvgHotel | Avg# | PerDiem | Per Diem |Rental Car
C. Travel #of Trip | Airfare Rate Nights s Amount Rate Year 3 Year4 Yoar 5
CEQ - Supervisary Rele
Program Ciractor
Project Manager
[GIS Director
Intemal Systems Support/Archiecture
Provider Relations Manager
D. Equipment
(Computars, Software, Peripherals,
Phone . $0 $0 $0 $0]
Total Equipment $0 $0] $0] $0)
E. Supplies .
[ ! 30 | 8] $0]
Total Supplies ) $0 $0| | $0|

' F. ContractualiVendors

Statewide Framework Coordinator &
hMapping Coordinater Posifions (State
Employees - contracted through CQA)*

GIS Programming Services

Projact Communications & Websits
Services

Provider Stewardship and Anchar
institution Research

Consumer and Business Surveys

Drive Testing and Crowd Source
Applications

Total Contractual




G. Construction

N | | | ] [ 80| 89| $0f 8]
Total Construction $0[ | $0] $0]
H. Other
[Trzd Party Data
{Bast Practioes Implemantation
i )
Total Other
[T Charges O S S IS I S O - 7 W17
J. Indirect Costs _
] | | | | | [ | 80 | E 55!

*State Employees to be hired by State of daho. Contract signed between CQA and State of Idaho to fund positions as follows
**State Indirect Rate on these positions will be contributed at matching funds

Year3 Year 4 Years Total
Salary
Mapping Coordinator
Framework Coordinator

. Benefits ® 32% 0.32
Mapping Coordinator
Framework Coordinator

Total Contracted Amount

State of ID Indirect Rate (match) 0.2




Idaho SBBD Supplemental Grant Application
Budget Narrative: Data Collection and Related Activities

The following describes proposed expenses for the Data Collection and Related Activities portion of the
Supplemental Grant Application for the State of Idaho. The initial SBDDP grant recipient, and current
applicant, is the Puget Sound Center for Teaching, Learning and Technology, new known and referred to
herein as “The EdLab Group”. ' '

In total, we are requesting $1,763,280 for ongoing data collection/verification/mapping activities
(including Address File development activities) for Years 3, 4, and 5. A separate budget narrative is
provided for all activities proposed under the “Other Program Purposes” portion of the grant program.

A. Personnel: The following lists all direct employees of the EdLab Group, the proposed Recipient for
additional grant funding. State employees are considered contracts under the structure of this grant

and are accounted for in the “Contractual” expense section below.
p

FEDERAL REQUEST

Position Annual Salary/Rate Level of Effort Cost

Executive Director

Project Manager

Operations Manager

Contracts Coordinator

TOTAL | $147,472

JUSTIFICATION:

Executive Director:

The Executive Director of the EdLab Group makes key programmatic decisions and has overall project
oversight and responsibility for the delivery of all program outcomes, This position meets regularly with
program staff to ensure the project is on task and on budget. This position also approves contracts with
project vendors and generally oversees all other EdLab internal functions.

Project Manager:

The Praject Manager position is responsible for organzing the activities of all EdLab personnel as well as
contractors and vendors that support the program. He/she maintains the project plan and assigns tasks
as necessary. This position also has primary responsibility for all program reporting, including ARRA
1512 reports, Quarterly NTIA Progress Reports, SF425s, and general reporting to the state and other
program stakeholders.

Operations Manager:

This positicn assists the Project Manager in coordinating resources to fulfill project objectives. Activities
may include scheduling of personnel, project communications, project accounting, and other general
support functions.

Contracts Coordinator: _

This positicn has specific expertise in the negotiation and execution of contracts with vendors that
support project chjectives. His/her time is weighted for the first year of the contract as there will be a
significant up front effort required to place multiple vendors under contract.




NON-FEDERAL MATCH

No Personnel Expenses are being applied as Non-Federal Match. However, the indirect rate associated
with these personnel expenses is being partially used as match funding. Explanation of the indirect rate
used for match can be found later in this document.

FEDERAL REQUEST $147,472
NON-FEDERAL MATCH $0

B. Fringe Benefits:

FEDERAL REQUEST

Component Rate Wage Cost

Executive Director

Project Manager

Operations Manager

Contracts Coordinator

TOTAL | $36,868

JUSTIFICATION:
Fringe reflects current total rate for EdLab of 25%. Rate includes FICA, Sick Leave Conversmn
Unemployment, Health Insurance, and other employee benefit expenses.

NON-FEDERAL MATCH
No fringe benefits are being contributed as a matching contribution

FEDERAL REQUEST $36,868
NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0



€. Travel: Explain need for all travel other than that required by this application. Local travel policies
prevail. :

FEDERAL REQUEST

Purpose of Travel | Location ltem Rate - | Cost
instate travel by TBD $3000inY3,Y4 & | 59,000
- EdLab staff to Y5.

support mapping

functions.

Out of state trave! | TBD $1500 in Y4 &Y5 $3000
for NTIA meetings,

seminars, other

related activities

TOTAL $12,000

JUSTIFICATION:

In state travel costs assume $3000 total for EdLab staff in Year 3, 4 & 5 and 51500 in Years 4 & 5 for Qut
of State travel. These are cost estimates only and are based upon $150/night hotel rate, $40/day
meals, $60/day rental car.

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

No travel expenses are being contributed as matching funds.

FEDERAL REQUEST $12,000
NON-FEDERAL MATCH $0




D. Equipment:

No funding is requested for equipment in Years 3-5.

FEDERAL REQUEST $0
NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0

E. Supplies:

FEDERAL REQUEST

ltem(s) Rate Cost

Misc Supplies including Laptop $2000 in Y3, and $500in Y4 and $3000
Computers Y5

“TOTAL | $3000

JUSTIFICATION:

The amounts above are requested to cover the cost of computers, peripherals and software for the
EdLab Project Manager in Years 3-5. All other office supplies and equipment/network expenses are
accounted for in the indirect rate,

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

No additional equipment beyond that accounted for in EdLab’s indirect rate will be contributed to this
program.

FEDERAL REQUEST $ 3000
NON-FEDERAL MATCH . %0




F. Contract:

FEDERAL REQUEST
Name Service Rate Other Cost
CostQuest Data Collection, GIS | $550,320 in $1,509,072
Associates/LinkAMERICA | Programming, Y3, 5473,880
mapping and data in ¥4, and
processingin $484,872 in
support of project Y5. See
activities. detailed
budget
worksheet

TOTAL $1,509,072

JUSTIFICATION:

CostQuest Associates/LinkAMERICA is a vendor for Provider Relations, Data Collection, Data
Normalization, and Interactive Map Development for the Idaho SBDD program in Years 1-2. Their
cantinued involvement in this project is important for its ongoing success and for the successful
transition of project activities at the end of Year 5. The annual budget assigned to CostQuest has been
substantially reduced from Year 1-2 to allow for the funding of Idaho state staff members and project
management b the grant recipient, EdLab Group, in Years 3-5. A more detailed break-out of this portion
of the budget is provided on the “Contracts Budget” tab of the Supplemental Budget workbook.

NON-FEDRAL MATCH
No contractor contribution is being made to the Non-Federal matching funds.

FEDERAL REQUEST $1,509,072
NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0 '




G. Construction; NOT ALLOWED

H. Other: expenses not covered in any of the previous budget categories
FEDERAL REQUEST
No Federal Funds are being requested for the “Other” category

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

ltem Rate Cost

Prior State Employee
Time, Materials and
Data

State CIO/GIO Salary,
Benefits and Indirect

EdLab Contributed
Indirect Rate

State Mapping
Employee Contributed
Indirect Rate

State and Regional
Broadband Advisory
Group Volunteer Time

TOTAL | $440,733

JUSTIFICATION:

Prior State Employee Time, Materials and Data: The 1daho GIO’s office and county governments have
previously engaged in Address File Development and Street Centerline Development via other statewide
projects. The state GIO’s office values the combined time and materials used for this project in excess of
$300,000. We are assigning a value of 1/3 of that amount to reflect the value of this prior data to the
Broadband Mapping program and our ability to map anchor institutions. A separate worksheet
providing valuation calculations can be provided if needed.

State CIO/GIQ Salary, Benefits, and Indirect:

This is an estimate of the value of the hours the state CIO and GIO will contribute to management of the
project. We anticipate increased involvement at this executive level as the state begins to position itself
in Years 4-5 to take over the program.

EdLab Contributed Indirect Rate:

The Ediab Group has previcusly negotiated a 34% total indirect rate with the Federal Govt. We are
contributing close to cne half of that rate (14% of direct expenses including the first $25,000 in
contractual expenses) to this program as match.



State Mapping Employee Contributed Rate:

While the state of Idaho cannot provide cash compensation for the Framework Coordinator and
Mapping Coordinator positions, both employees are expected to reside within the GIQO’s office and will
benefit from all indirect services supplied by the Idaho State Government. Idahe has an established
indirect rate of 20% and is not asking for those expenses to be reimbursed via this program. Those
expenses are being contributed as a portion of the State’s matching funds.

State and Regional Broadband Advisory Group Volunteer Time:

In Years 1-2 several regional broadband action committees have been established throughout the state,
These committees are composed of influential local stakeholders who volunteer their time to ensure
broadband is properly expanded within their areas. We will record the hours and value each committee

member contributes to this program and are anticipating total value well in excess of eryear.
At this time, we are proposing a valuation of this matching contribution of er year.
FEDERAL REQUEST S0

NON-FEDERAL MATCH $440,733



Indirect cost rate:

JUSTIFICATION:

EdLab has a pre-negotiated indirect rate with the Federal Government of 34%. These rates include
Administrative Services salaries and benefits, networking charges, office equipment rental, office
supplies, business insurance, postage, publications and other approved miscellaneous charges. We are
requesting that the grant program fund 20% of the total 34% rate.

As noted above, the remaining 14% of EdlLab’s indirect rate is being contributed as matching funds -
along with full 20% contributed indirect rate for the newly hired state employees. Because the indirect
rates of these two organizations are different, listing the indirect contribution in the Non-Federal Match
line of this section is problematic. We have therefore listed all indirect rate contributions individually in
the “Other” category above. No further contribution of indirect rate to the Non Federal Match is listed
below. '

FEDERAL REQUEST 554,868

NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0

BUDGET SUMIVIARY:

Category Federal Request Non-Federal Match Total
Personnel $147,472 S0 5147,472
Fringe 536,868 $0 536,868
Travel 512000 $_0 $12,000
Equipment $0 S0 $0
Supplies 53000 S0 $3000
Contractual 51,509,072 S0 $1,509,072
Other 50 5440,733 5440,733
Total Direct Costs* $1,708,412 $440,733 $2,149,146
Indirect Costs 554,868 S0 554,868
Total Project Costs $1,763,280 $440,733 52,204,014
* TOTAL DIRECT COSTS:

FEDERAL REQUEST $1,708,412

NON-FEDERAL MATCH $440,733

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS:

FEDERAL REQUEST $1,763,280

NON-FEDERAL MATCH $440,733
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Alj EdLab Personnel .Salaries are listed in the Data Collection 0 0 ] 3|
budget. EdLab Project Manager will have responsibility for all ] Q 0 0
approved Data Collection and Other Program Purpeses projects, 0 0 0 0 )
i 0 0 0 Ol
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State of Idaho Broadband Coordinator Pasition 0
VisionTech 360 - Capacity Building Services Q ]
¢ 0 o o) b
5 ¥ . LES
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o}
1] 0 Q 0 §
e ] 0 F1256/874 B ER47,935] 15850.000 i
0 5000 5 5000|: 15;6
*Note: Edlab has a Federal Indirect rate of 34% total. They are requesting federal funding of 20% of that rate and will donate the remaining 14%. This

rate is being applied to the first 525,000 of contractual expenses only.

Year 3

Year 4

Year 5

EdLab Contributed Indirect Calculation @ 14% of first $25,000 of
contractual - For Matching funds

$3,500

$3,500

$3,500
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If Applicable, Copy and Paste Any Budgets from Your Proposed Contractors

Please make shm to check your print settings for this page. Make sure that the page will
print 1 page wide (you tan have it as many pages long as you like).

IDAHO - SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET

Capacity Building Oetail for VisionTech 360

Year3 FTE|Vear 4 FTE{Year SFTE| COLA COLA COLA

A. Personnel (3% COLA)

Researcher Direclor @ SO0 FTEYR 3,
.25 FTEYR4, A FTIEYR 5-baseis
$127.000

Research Assoclate @ .50 FTE, YR 3,
S0year1and 2,.25YR3-base is
$80,000

Software Development Specialist@.50
FTE YR3 - base s $80,000

COLA COLA COLA
B. Fringe Benefits {25% rate) Year 1 FTE|Year 2 FTE{Year 3 FTE| Year!

Researcher Director @ .50 FTE YR 3,
25FTEYR4, 1 FIEYRS-baseis
$127,000 -

Research Associzle @ .50 FTE, YR 3;
Soyear1and 2, 25YR3-base is
380,000

Software Developmant Speclalist@.50
FTE YR3 - base is $80,000

Avg
Avg |AvgHotel| Avg# | PerDiem | PerDiem |Rental Car
C, Trave| #of Trip Airfare Rate Nights Days Amount Rate Year 3 Year4 Year §
Travel {0 and wihin [dahe 7 500 150) 2 2 50| 50 $7.000f  $7,000 $0 $14,000|
500 150 2 3 55 60 $0 5o 30 $0]
500 150 2 3 55 80 $0 30| 30 $0|
500 150 2 3 55 60 $0 $0] 80| $0|
500| 150 2 3 55 60 $0 50 $0 $0|
800/ 150 2 3| 56 80 $0 $0f 30 $0|
$7,000]  $7,000f $0 $14,000|
D. Equipment
[ | [ [ | { $0] so| 80 90|
Total Equipment $0] $o| | $0|
E. Supplies
[Visc Supplies ] | | | | | $2.400]  $2.400] | $4.800]
Total Supplies i $2,400f  $2,400| $0| $4,800(
F. Contractual/Vendors
Universily Research and Faciiitation $156,025| $§97622| §35,058 $291,715
C $0
£0,
80,




$0
30
§0 $0 50 30
$0 $0 $0 $0
Total Contractual $150,025| 497,622 $35068 $291,715

G. Construction
I [ | 1 [ W W 0
Total Construction $0 $0| $0 50

H. Other

Planning/Praject Website Hosting $1,200(  $1,200 §2.400
$0
$0
Total Other $1,200]  $1,200 $0 $2,400
[l Yotal birect Charges [ [ [ | | i [ | S340,000] §200600] 519101 501,50}

J. Indirect Costs
I I I I | i | I $4f $0f $of $




lfppl e, Copy a Paste y gets rom Your Ptopos Contractors

Please make sure to check your print seﬂing's for this page. Make sure that the page will
print 1 page wide {you can have it as many pages long as you like}.

IDAHO - SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET
Capacity Building Detail for State Broadkand Director Contract

Year3 | Year4 | Year5 COLA COLA COLA
A. Personnel (3% COLA) Rate Hours Hours Hours Yeart Year2 Year3 Year3 Yeard Year§
[Broadband Program Coordinalor
COLA COLA CoLA
B. Fringe Benefits (32% rate} Year 2 FTE|Year 3 FTE
[Broadband Program Caordinator
C.Travel |
Instate Travel
Oul of State Travel
D. Equipment =
| { | | $0] $0] 50|
Total Equipment $0| $9| $0] $0]
E. Supplles
Leptop CompulerSoftware/Peripherals 32,500 $0] $0) $2,500
Total Supplies ~$2,500 $0} $0} $2,500|
F. Contractual/Vendors
sq|
50|
80
sqf
50|
80|
S0 $0: $0) S|
30 0] $0 $0|
Total Contractual $0} $0] $0| 30|
G. Construction
| [ | ] ) ) 5
- Total Construction ! $of $0f 50|




H. Other

§0
$0
50
Total Other 1] 50 $0 §0

|l Total Direct Charges [ | | [ | [ | [ $95,800{ $95,874} $96,025] szsv,sggl

J Indirect Costs

I I I I I I I I $0] $0] $0] £y

*State Employees to be hired by State of Idahe. Contract signed between Edlab Group and State of idaha to fund positions
**State Indirect Rate on these positions will be contributed as matching funds

State of ID [ndirect Rate 20% {applied as match) 20% Year 3 Year 4 Years Total
Broadhand Program Coordinator i $19,160[ S19,175| SlS,ZOSl S57,540]
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Contribution of hours for development of content - Contract Firm $27,000
Doantion of facilities for meetings, seminars and workshops from Universities 2,000 2,000 2,000 $6,000




If Applicable, Copy and Paste Any Budgets from Your Proposed Contractors

Please make sure to check your print settings for this page. Make sure that the page will
print 1 page wide {you can have it as many pages long as you like).

IDAHO - SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET
Techniczl Training Contractor Detall - for CostQuest Associates/LinkAMERICA

. Year3 Year4 Year5 COLA
A, Personnel (3% COLA} Rate Hours Hours Hours Year!

COoLA
Year2

COLA
Year3

Year3

Year 4

Year 5

COLA coLA COLA

B. Fringe Benefits {25% rate) Rate |Year1 FTE|Year2FTE!Year3FTE| Year! Year2 Year3 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
: $0|
~$0]
$0|
$0|
$0|
%
$0 $0] $0 $o|

- Avg
Avg Hotel |  Avg # PerDiem | Per Dlem §Rental Car
C. Travel #of Trip |Avg Airfare| Rate _Nights Days | Amount Rate Year3 Year4 Year 5

D. Equipment
[ [ [ [ 50 50 $] %]
Total Equipment $0| $0| $0| so|
E. Suppiies
{ [ | $0] 30] $0] 30|
Total Supplies 50| $0| $o[ $0|

F. Contractual/Vendors

G, Construction




| ] 50 $0 $0 st
Total Construction ) $0 $0 $0 $0
H. Other
$0
$0
$0 30 $0 $0
Total Other ‘ $0 $0 $0 $0
[l Tolal Direct Charges [ | [ [ ] [ [ T §44.900]  $45.215] 541,684 $131,889

J. indlrect Costs

| I I I I | I I 30 $0) 0] %




Idaho SBBD Supplemental Grant Application
Budget Narrative: Technical Training

The following describes proposed expenses for the Technical Training portion of the Supplemental Grant

Application for the State of Idaho.

In total, we are requesting $132,000 in Federal funding for ongoing Technical Training for Years 3, 4, and
5. The total funding for this project is $165,000, $33,000 of which is contributed as in-kind match.

A. Personnel: No direct labor positions from The EdLab Group (F.K.A - The Puget Sound Center for
Teaching, Learning and Technology}, the proposed Prime Recipient for additional grant funding, will
support this program. All expenses under the structure of this grant and are accounted for in the

“Contractual” expense section below.

FEDERAL REQUEST

Position

Annual Salary/Rate Level of Effort

Cost

JUSTIFICATION:

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

FEDERAL REQUEST $0

NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0

B. Fringe Benefits:

FEDERAL REQUEST

Component Rate Wage Cost

Contracts Coordinator

JUSTIFICATION:

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

FEDERAL REQUEST

$0




NON-FEDERAL MATCH S0



Travel: Explain need for all travel other than that required by this application. Local travel policies
prevail.

FEDERAL REQUEST

Purpose of Travel | Location ltem Rate Cost

JUSTIFICATION:
NON-FEDERAL MATCH

No travel expenses are being contributed as matching funds.

FEDERAL REQUEST $0
NON-FEDERAL MATCH $0




D. Equipment:

No funding is requested for equipment in Years 3-5.

FEDERAL REQUEST
NON-FEDERAL MATCH

E. Supplies:

FEDERAL REQUEST

ltem(s) Rate

Cost

JUSTIFICATION:

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

FEDERAL REQUEST $0
NON-FEDERAL MATCH 50




E. Contract:

FEDERAL REQUEST
Name

Service Rate QOther Cost

JUSTIFICATION:

NON-FEDRAL MATCH

| Ite

FEDERAL REQUEST $ 132,000
NON-FEDERAL MATCH $ 33,000



G. Construction: NOT ALLOWED

H. Other: expenses not covered in any of the previous budget categories

FEDERAL REQUEST

No Federal Funds are being requested for the “Other” category

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

ltem

Rate

Cost

JUSTIFICATION:

FEDERAL REQUEST
NON-FEDERAL MATCH

50
$0




Indirect cost rate:

JUSTIFICATION:

FEDERAL REQUEST

NON-FEDERAL MATCH

$0
$0

BUDGET SUMIMARY:
Category Federal Request Non-Federal Match Total
Personnel 50 50 S0
Fringe 50 50 S0
Travel SO S0 50
Equipment $0 50 SO
Supplies $0 S0 S0
Contractual 5132,000 $33,000 $165,000
Other 50 $0 50
Total Direct Costs* $132,000 $33,000 $165,000
Indirect Costs $0 S0 S0
Total Project Costs $132,000 533,000 $165,000
* TOTAL DIRECT COSTS:
FEDERAL REQUEST $132,000
NGN-FEDERAL MATCH $33,000
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS:
FEDERAL REQUEST $132,000

- NON-FEDERAL MATCH $33,000




idaho SBDD Supplemental Grant Program

Project Narrative: Data Collection, Integration, Verification and Display

Funding Information;

Existing Mapping Award (Years 1-2} 51,339,773

Additional Funding Request {Years 3-5) $1,763,280

Total Funding Request $3,103,053
Overview:

The following describes LinkAMERICA's existing process for Data Collection, Normalization, Verification
and Delivery to NTIA for Years 1-2 of the SBDD Program. We anticipate continuation of the existing
processes for years 3-5 with the addition of several new technigues designed to further improve the
quality and quantity of data collected. The core of this supplemental program remains consistent
with the initial grant activities. Beyond making ongoing contributions to NTIA’s national map,
the supplemental program is designed to assist Idaho in understanding current broadband
deployment and use, identifying supply and demand side gaps and developing / executing
actionable plans to address gaps — with an emphasis on vulnerable populations including small
rural communities across the state. An additional emphasis for the supplemental program is to
transition management of the data collection and related functions to the State.

Data Gathering Methodology:

Broadband Provider Data:

The primary methods used to obtain broadband availability, speed, technology type, and infrastructure
related information will remain consistent with Year 1-2 practices. This process involves the following
steps:

1. . Provider Identification: Providers are identified through multiple sources including Public
Service Commission lists, FCC databases, industry organizations, web research and other means
as necessary. . This process will continue as new providers enter the market and as we
find others who, up to this point, have eluded our search efforts.

2, Provider Qualification: Each provider is contacted and their services are compared with NOFA
requirements. Providers that meet the NOFA definition of broadband are included in the
current data collection effort. Those who do not meet NOFA criteria remain on the contact list
for future follow-up. : '

3. NDA Negotiation: When necessary, NDAs are executed with providers to ensure
privacy/confidentiality of data. . This process will continue in years 3-5 as part of a greater
effort to transfer confidentiality obligations to the State.

4. Provider Surveys: Praviders use a secure web portal to securely answer questions and upload
data regarding their coverage and network infrastructure. Example data tables, NSGIC Model




documentation and other helpful materials area made available to assist in the survey response
process.

5. Data/Gap Analysis: A process whereby GIS Associates open and analyze incoming data for
accuracy, formatting and completeness. Issues/gaps are identified and addressed with providers

Anchor Institution Data:

Community Anchor Institution (CAl) data is currently collected using the following steps.

1. CAlldentification: A master list of qualifying CAl’s is being developed in Years 1-2. This list will
serve as the base for future CAl cutreach. The list will be updated via the same methods used in
its initial creation: State and Federal lists of known CAls, outreach to related associations,
associations, coordination with State stakeholders {Boards of Education, Healthcare licensure,
etc¢.) and data mining and web research,

2. Identification of existing data sources: In Years 1-2 resources will be identified that may already
posses much of the connectivity information we require. As an example, the Idaho Education
Network maintains information on school connectivity across the state. Where possible, data
from these sources will be imported in our master database to serve as a baseline for future
efforts.

3. Continued CAl Qutreach: Ongoing efforts for both surveys and self reporting of required
information. Surveys will focus on CAl categaries where little information already exists, while
self-reporting via the LinkIDAHO website will be encouraged to maintain accurate and current
data.

4. Catalog of Public Networks and High Capacity Service Nodes: As a new initiative in Years 3-5, we
will focus more closely on cataloging public networks and High Capacity Service Nodes. In our
initial data collection efforts we find that a large amount of data is left out of the analysis by
virtue of the NOFA’'s consumer orientation. Our goal is to begin analysis and data development
driven by high capacity (non 7-10 day service providers) as well as academic networks and public
networks {where allowed by security}. We do not believe we will be able to complete an
exhaustive survey given the resources available but we should be able to establish initial data
frameworks, data sources and map layers. In Years 3-5 we anticipate continued use of this
process for regular data updates.

In Years 3-5 we anticipate continued use of this process for regular data submissions to the NTIA's
national database/map.

Processes for Data Integration:

The following steps describe our current process for data integration. We anticipate similar processes in
Years 3-5, but expect to further automate these tasks as we gain experience and as providers becoame
accustomed to the data submittal process.



Initial Data Analysis: Also mentioned above, this step often involves direct contact with
providers to better under the nuances of the data submissions. It is a critical first step so
procedures can be identified for correctly mapping data in our master database.

Data Normalization: Further processing of incoming data to format appropriately for master
database and ultimate submission to NTIA. This process often involves manually intensive geo-
referencing activities to covert multiple input types to a common format for submittal to NTIA.
Provider Review: After normalization and loading to the master database, “check data” file and
“check maps” are generated and presented back to all providers. Necessary corrections follow.
NTIA Data Submittal: Final dataset is formatted and submitted to NTIA. Beginning Sept. 2010
we anticipate the use of the NSGIC data model for all submissions. We also intend to develop a
robust Exchange Transform Load {(ETL) process to support the NSGIC data model.

The steps above apply to a wide range of submissions types, from pre-formatted NOFA compliant tables
to paper maps and CAD drawings.

Verification Methodology:

Prior to submittal to NTIA and continuously throughout the project, data is verified using a combination
of techniques. In the original project application we described this as a “Tapestry” approach and we
expect the following Year 1-2 processes to continue:

1.

Provider verification of data normalization: As described above, providers are allowed the
opportunity to see their data in a final mapped format, Corrections can be made and gaps filled
prior to submittal to NTIA. We expect to use a similar process for future data submissions
through the end of Year 5, whereby providers have the aption to submit complete new datasets
or simply update the data that already exists in our master database
Spatial modeling and quality assurance: In years 1-2 we are working to identify and
assemble geo-processing tools to help with guality assurance steps. These tools are currently
focused on understanding the internal consistency of each provider's data. As we gather more
datain years 2 to 5 we anticipate being able to incorporate larger amounts of crowd sourced
data into our spatial modeling and quality assurance process.
Third party data: Several sources of third party data are purchased and used to both verify
providers’ submissions and fill in areas where providers refuse to participate or give incomplete
data. This is a highly manual process in Years 1-2, but we expect Years 3-5 to incorporate a more
automated approach to using third party data for verification. Data sources used to date
include:

® Direct Group MediaPrints — Cable boundaries

* AmericanRoamer — mobile cellular coverage

*  Maplinfo's Exhangeinfo - Telco exchange area boundaries

Direct User input/feedback: Our online interactive maps have a user feedback function that
allows users to report errors in coverage information. Furthermore, we are implementing a
speed test process that will integrate map click longitude and latitude with speed test results in
an automated submittal. Users will verify that they are indeed at the location of the click on the
map — allowing for better verification of provider reported access and speed.



5. Consumer surveys: Statistically valid surveys will be used further evaluate areas in question and
to confirm overall statewide and area-wide data trends.

In addition to the above, we are testing new drive testing and crowd-sourcing technelogy using a
sophisticated smart phone application that runs on consumer phones (on a constant basis in the
background) collecting location, signal strength and transmission speed information. We are confident
this technology will be extremely valuable in validating mobile coverage claims and are including a
budget for its widespread use in Years 3-5.

Future Leading Practices

As indicated in the guidance document, we fully expect to implement Leading Practices, as adopted by
NTIA, in the course of our regular proposed activities. Indeed, we are already implementing several of
the practices recently outlined. We do not anticipate the need for a large amount of additional funding
to implement these practices. However, the development of a “Confidence Score” to indicate the level
of confidence in data is a fairly significant undertaking. Since the scope of such a system and the level of
additional programming required to implement such a system is unknown at this time, we are proposing
a modest budget in Years 3-5 for this purpose as well as integration into existing Quality Assurance and
Exchange Transform Load (ETL) process.

Confidential Data

We are proposing no changes to the methods we use to protect proprietary and confidential
information. However, in years 3-5 we will support the transition of data management to the
State, as appropriate. This will include building knowledge within the State to understand the
methods we used to protect confidential data, and helping them execute agreements that
recognize the concerns of providers with respect to confidential data

Address File Development

The Supplemental Budget guidance document stresses the value of Address File Development to
improve the accuracy of broadband maps - particularly in census blocks larger than 2.0 square miles.
The Idaho GIO’s office is requesting funding for the continuation of an existing “Framework
Coordinator” position to further the work on this project. This position is responsibte for facilitating
diverse jurisdictions and governments to build and maintain statewide base map datasets, including
parcels and structures {aka address points}. This data wiil allow our broadband mapping efforts to much
more accurately depict coverage and speed information and is critical to setting policy for the future
expansion of broadband. '



Idaho SBDD Supplemental Grant Program
Project Narrative: Capacity Building

NAME: Enhancing |daho Capacity to Implement Priority Broadband Investments

This project will focus on building three-point initiative designed to enhance Idaho’s capacity to support
and sustain regional broadband investment strategies; the initiative includes: 1) modular training tools,
2} integrated monitoring and evaluation framework, and 3) statewide leadership.

FUNDS AWARDED: $ 492, 584
SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS REQUESTED: $904,209

PROBLEM TC BE ADDRESSED:

Years one and two of the idaho State Broadband Data Development (SBDD) initiative include the
creation of “Broadband Investment Plans” customized to needs and opportunities in four distinct Idaho
Regions. LinkAMERICA Alliance researchers are actively collecting and analyzing demand-side data that
focus and refine priorities goals to be pursued by regional broadband investment plans. These
investment plans will consider three types of investments; each ¢ritical to improving access to a national
purpose such as: health, education, economic opportunity, safety, governmental performance, energy
efficiency and/or quality of life in Idaho:

1. Investments to fill broadband infrastructure and services gaps;
2. Investments in broadband awareness and adoption initiatives; and

3. Investment of local and regional leadership resources to sustain broadband development
efforts.

Planning teams in each region will identify up to three priority broadband investment projects
appropriate to the needs the region. For each priority investment, a set of critical actions and
measurable performance benchmarks will be identified along with an estimate of required funding and
assigned responsibilities to Idaho organizations. However, the successful achievement of identified
investment priorities will require;
1. On-going training and knowledge resources enhancing capacity of regional planning teams to
implement desired actions.

2. Systems to monitor and evaluate progress in the achievement of identified benchmarks and
collect needed data for future broadband investment efforts.

3. Overall sustainable statewide leadership to coordinate and encourage needed public-private
partnerships and develop resources needed to fulfili regional priority initiatives.

Significant expertise to address each of these capacity building challenges is available from higher
education, non-profit organizations and state agencies In Idaho. However additional technical support,



software tools and program operational funds are required to fully leverage this existing in-state
expertise.

SOLUTION:

A three-point initiative is proposed as a solution to address gaps in current capacity building resources
required for the sustainable achievement of investment priorities identified by regional planning teams
in each of Idaho’s four regions. These include:
1. Create and deliver content modules with training and information resources to support
measurable implementation of priority investment projects identified by regional planning
teams.

2. Design an appropriate monitoring and evaluation framework and provide training to regional
planning teams.

3. Establish a state Broadband Program Coordinator position

Create and Deliver Targeted Capacity Building Content Modules

The LinkAMERICA Alliance in partnership with key Idaho higher education experts will develop a series
of specialized training and information modules to support regional planning teams in implementing
identified priority investment projects. Examples of possibile modules include, but are not limited to:
« Diverse perspectives around regional broadband investments; perspectives from ILECs, CLECs,
ISPs, local businesses, local agencies (including health and education), non-profits and residents.

+ Organizing and managing effective public-private partnership teams.
* Small business resources for expanded adoption and use of broadband.

» Grant proposal writing for specific funding opportunities (e.g., education, health care, business,
public safety, energy, environment, economy, etc.}.

= Monitoring and evaluation of broadband development.

The specific topics for targeted capacity building content modules will be developed as a component of
the regional broadband planning process during years one and two. Based on findings from demand-
side research conducted in year 1 of the current grant, the project team will customize a modular
capacity building program that directly supports Idaho’s regional broadband investment pians. The
proposed modules will be delivered using a combination of on-line and face-to-face delivery. The
LinkAmerica Alliance Project Team will develop an interactive on-line delivery platform to be used by
one or more ldaho higher education partners responsible for delivering training and relevant curriculum
to support the needs of regional planning teams.

Design and Deliver Monitoring and Evaluation Assistance

Each regional investment plan developed in years one and two will include a well-defined set of metrics
associated with priority projects. Supplemental SBDD funds requested by this proposal will be utilized to
design and implement an operational framework for monitoring and evaluating progress towards
achieving benchmarked priorities established by the regional planning teams.

Specifically, this framework will include,



» Best practices for measuring broadband investment outcomes wili be identified and
documented.

"« An on-line data collection tool will be adopted to facilitate regional planning teams in capturing
and tracking relevant project evaluation data

» Collected project data will be applied within appropriate modeling processes to estimate the
social and economic impact of broadband investments.

* An on-line report-writing tool will be developed to support regional planning teams in analyzing
and evaluating the project results.

An evaluation and monitoring training and content module will be carefully integrated into the capacity

building modules as well as the role of a statewide Broadband Program Coordinator position (see below)
to ensure regional teams have the necessary skills and tools to effectively collect critical evaluation data
as well as to analyze and utilize the results to strengthen project outcomes.

Establish a Broadband Program Coordinator

The final element of this supplement capacity building project is the establishment of a dedicated
Broadband Program Cocrdinatorship for the state beginning in January of 2012 to ensure an appropriate
institutional foundation is in place to sustain |daho's broadband development program after SBDD funds
have ended. Specifically dedicated state staffing will serve to

* Coordinate multi-agency efforts to address broadband priorities;

= Maintain on-going communication with Iegislators and other state public decision leaders to
encourage a sustainable direction for the state’s broadband initiative;

» Proactively engage the state’s residents and businesses to increase 1) awareness of what can be
accomplished through broadband and 2) participation in accomplishing state investment
priarities;

¢  Promote critical public and private partnerships as needed to implement priorities;

e Oversee the fund-raising efforts to sustain broadband development through appropriate grant
applications and development of other resources needed to implement the state’s regional
priorities.

A decision on the organization “heme” broadband coordination capability will be considered within the
state broadband planning process in year two.

BENEFITS

As a result of this supplemental broadband development project, Edaho s residents, orgamzatlons and
governments will benefit from the following outcomes:
¢ |daho’s regional planning teams will have access to responsive, high quality training and
information resources needed to implement priority regional broadband investment projects.
- This outcome is expected to increase the likelihood of success for these regional projects.



The state will have better coordination among existing expertise at Idaho's higher education
instituti‘ons', businesses, non-profit organizations and state agencies. This coordination will help
support and deliver highly responsive capacity building needs of regional planning teams. The
focus on partnerships with existing in-state expertise is expected to improve the prospects for
longer-term sustainability for l[daho's broadband investment initiatives.

By applying the data from a statewide broadhand development manitoring and evaluation
framewaork, information on the social and economic impact of broadband investments will
improve Idaho’s ability to target future broadband investment resources to the most beneficial
opportunities.

The establishment of a state Broadband Program Coordinator will substantially improve chances
for a longer-term state commitment to leveraging broadband in a systematic way to achieve
state objectives.

COST:
2012 2013 2014
Design on-line training pla{form 60,000 15,000
Develop capacity Building Content 75,000 25,000
Modules
50,000 25,000 25,000
Design and support monitoring and
evaluation framework
Economic and social impact modeling | 100,000 50,000
Management of regional team 50,000 50,000 25,000
capacity building
Broadband Program Coocrdinator 120,000 120,000 120,000

SBDD PURPOSE:

Establishing a Broadband Program Coordinator serves to support the State’s digital future by facilitating

regional planning teams and information exchange regarding demand, and collaborating with
broadband providers to encourage deployment and use. The Capacity Building Content Modules,
including the Monitoring and Evaluating module directly assist with providing and communicating a

baseline assessment of broadband deployment, helps to identify and track the areas with low levels of

deployment, monitors the rate at which residential and business users adopt broadband service and
communicates and tracks the barriers to the adoption of broadband service.



IDAHO SUPPLEMENTAL SBDD GRANT REQUEST

NAME: Idaho Technical Training and Broadband Leadership Development
FUNDS AWARDED:

SXX, XXX

SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS REQUESTED:

$132,000

PROBLEMS TO BE ADDRESSED:

There are three problems related to Technical Training and Leadership Development that need to be
addressed in Idaho: : '

1} While the BTOP and BIP programs are ending and will soon fund their final projects that does
not mean there is diminishing need for additional financial assistance. Funding broadband
networks and demand programs will become more and more difficult as BTOP and BIP hit their
sunsets. The State, providers and other stakeholders continue to have difficulty funding
projects to serve rural and disadvantaged communities. Much of the difficulty in funding
projects comes from a lack of knowledge and capacity to understand and successfully navigate
funding programs. : .

2) With the pace of change at the Federal level with regard to broadband policy, states, providers,
and other stakeholders are finding it difficult to assess and understand how policy change will
impact them.

3) While the speed of change on the policy front is fast, the changes in technology for deploying
broadband are even faster. State government, community technology organizations and even
broadband providers have difficulty understanding how the technology changes may impact the
broadband landscape.

SOLUTION:
Broadband Education Series

We propose that a highly focused and timely Technical Training and Leadership Development program
be developed and maintained in years 3 - 5 in Idaho. The keystone of this program will be Broadband
Education Series; a series of in-state events and webinars focused on broadband policy, technology
developments and funding opportunities. These well-attended events will provide the state with a
sustainable mechanism to inform the broadband leaders across the state, as well as direct efforts to
secure funding for broadband projects. We will host 2 in-state education seminars and multiple
webinars per year on developing policy, technology, and funding issues. These events will be made
“local” imthat content will be directed to Idaho stakeholders and tailored to address idaho issues and
opportunities. State priorities will be informed by the ongoing broadband planning work underway in
the state of idaho. Education events, seminars, special events, and webinars could include, but are not
limited, to the following subject matter:



The National Broadhand Plan

Federal Funding of Broadband Projects/Programs
Universal Service and Intercarrier Compensation
Public Safety {i.e. interoperability, emergency alerts)
SBDD State Broadband Planning Updates

Title I/H reclassification implications

FCC / Data confidentiality and availability

Cyber Security

® Health Care and Technology

¢ Distance Learning

s E-Government and Gov 2.0

Deliverables:

Deliverable Recurrence Number of Expected
Participants

On-sight Technology, Funding and Policy 2x Annually 150 in total

Seminars and Workshops '

Online Technology, Funding and Policy 2x Annually 150 in total

Webinars and Workshaops

Federal Policy Updates

This program will provide federal policy updates with an eye to local significance via a list service/email,
social medta and our state broadband website. These updates will include updated news and .
developments on broadband policy, weekly happenings in Congress, the FCC and other Federal
entities/agencies,

Deliverable Recurrence - | Number of Expected
Participants/Recipients

federal Policy Updates Weekly 150 per week

Broadband Funding Playbook

Written and delivered to support related events for state strategic planning, dissermination of project
results and organization of events-and communications on the topics discussed above. The Broadband
Funding Playbook will develop and deliver an important perspective on federal policy development to
the results of mapping and strategic planning projects conducted by the team. The pfaybook will be
made available online for open access and wide spread use.




Deliverable Recurrence Number of Expected
: Participants/Recipients

Broadband Funding Playbook Updated quarterly Over 300

- BENEFITS:

Events and information related to policy, technology, state strategic planning — coupled with the
dissemination of project results and organization of events will allow stakeholders in the broadband
arena to develop knowledge and network - all for a collective growth in state-wide capacity. Some of
the work efforts discussed above have been done in years 1 and 2 of the SBDD program and were very
well recejved and attended. There is high demand for broadband policy and technology events.

Examples of how the Idaho Technical Training and Broadband Leadership Development Program might
benefit the state and ultimately consumers:

Universal Service Funding: States are starting to consider either altering their state USF funding
programs to adopt an “advanced services” platform and funding mechanism, or developing new state
broadband USF programs altogether. It is important for state policy makers to understand the policy
changes being proposed federally as they look to develop their own systems. The Technical Training and
Broadband Leadership Development Program will help keep the state informed on such matters.

Federal Funding Opportunities: With BTOP and BIP winding down, providers and cther organizations will
need guidance on how to navigate the grant and loan programs managed by RUS, NTIA and other
federal / state entities (including regional commissicns and non profits). Providing step-hy-step
guidance, both from workshops/seminars and from the Funding Playbook, for these programs will help
the state maximize opportunities to bring funding to the communities that need it.

COsT:

The cost of this project is related to developing content, delivering content and recovering casts related
to those endeavors. The total three-year cost of this program will be $132,000.

Project Year 3 (2012) Year 4 (2013} Year 5{2014)
Broadband Education Series 522,000 522,000 $22,000
Federal Policy Updates 510,000 $10,000 510,000

Broadband Funding Playbook 512,000 $12,000 $12,000




5BDD PURPOSE:

From a Technical Training perspective, the primary purpese for this project is to facilitate information
exchange regarding use and demand for broadband services between public and private sector users, to
collaborate with broadband service providers and information technology companies to encourage
deployment and use, and generally to develop knowledge and aptitude for navigating the changing
broadband landscape, both from a policy standpoint and from a technology standpoeint. This project
brings timely, relevant, and useful content to the broadband providers, stakeholders and leadership in
the state. '



Conclusion

Not unlike the naticn as a whole, the advancement of Idaho’s participation in the digital economy through the
application of broadband and information technologies is absolutely critical to achieving state and national goals
in the coming years. While Idaho continues to experience significant success with a number of broadband
enabled initiatives across a number of industry sectors, it also faces a number of daunting challenges. The rural
communities in particular continue to lag in the availability and use of broadband. In order to leverage
successful ventures to date and to address specific challenges, the goals set forth in the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) and the Broadband Data Improvement Act (BDIA) are fully shared by Idaho.
And the specific initiatives undertaken pursuant to the initial SBDDP grant — and as anticipated by this
~ supplemental grant application — are simply ‘mission critical’ to Idaho. ‘Said more plainly, the work undertaken
by this groundbreaking grant program must be carried on and simply cannot fail. In order to make certain that
the work developed under this program is sustained and carried forward to brighten Idaho’s digital future, we’re
framing this additional work with a comprehensive Continuity Plan.

" hecipient/Vendortanaged. o swotenaneged

There are a number of key themes to the ongoing work funded by this program and discussed throughout this
project narrative. These themes include:

* Full and effective participation in the national mapping process (e.g., advanced data definitions,
improved data normalization processes, semi-annual data submissions, etc.}, while developing
processes that allow the state to take over this important work.

# Continued constructive engagement with service providers (e.g., provider-friendly data submissions,
ongeing data validation routines, NDA management related Issues, etc.), including facilitating a transfer
of the relationships, formal and informal, to the State.

* Robust creative development of broadband supply and demand information assets (e.g., maps, survey
results, confidence scoring routines, technical training materials and delivery routines, etc.}

® The clear articulation and application of those assets and related insights in the Idaho broadband
planning process (e.g., the crafting and execution of region-specific broadband investment plans, etc.)



¢ Related data improvement and GIS management capacities (e.g., improved address level data
- acquisition and utilization, geographic information clearing house/coordination capabilities, etc.)

While each theme and the specific work it underwrites Is important, it is the cumulative impact (the collective
power) of these themes, along with the transfer of capabilities and knowledge, that are critical to the success of
the work proposed within this supplementat grant program. Through the work outiined in this supplemental
grant daho will:

s Effectively manage NTIA required data collection, normalization, validation and submission expectations
in partnership with Idaho providers

+ Fxpand the understanding and utility of anchor institution broadband access and public networks and
advance the connectivity of these vital institutions and networks

e Advance the presentation of important broadband coverage information to all citizens and stakeholders
through the program’s online interactive maps _

s Develop and advance the understanding of broadband ‘costs to serve’ in a manner that is consistent
with provider engineering practices and geographic and market realities.

s Expand the understanding of consumer expectations and barriers — and employ that advanced
knowledge in the action plans developed to advance the application and use of broadband across the
state.

* Transition state resources {public and private) from planning to action based on solid fact-based
broadband investment plans coupled with a compelling sense of ownership across a powerful array of
well invested stakeholders.

o Identify and engage sustained in-state partners in the work ahead including relevant state agencies,
towns and communities and higher education institutions with relevant expertise and the ability to
serve.

® Develop and deliver a powerful array of technical information related to policy, technology, and
strategic opportunities {(including funding opportunities) through a host of relevant delivery processes
including events, online meetings, webinars, etc.

* Design and develop key GIS data improvement capabilities related to address level information (as cited
in the supplemental grant guidance document) and related GIS data management / clearing house
capabilities.

e |dentify, acquire, train and deploy state employees or direct state contractors to fully plan and manage
the work of this program so that it can be sustained well beyond the fife of this specific grant and as
such ensure the continuity of program benefits well into the future.

Idaho fully supports the goals of this grant program. Idaho appreciates the sacrifice being made on its behalf -
and through the work outlined in this project narrative Idaho is highly focused on and determined to fully
participate in the national mapping program, improve the lives of its citizens and advance its ability to fully
participate in the digital economy.



State of Idaho

Department of Administration -

C.L.“BUTCH"” OTTER | 650 West State Street Room 100
Governor | F.O. Box 83720
J. MICHAEL GWARTNEY | Boise, ID 83720-0003
Director | Telephone (208) 332-1824 or FAX (208) 334-2307
http:/iwww.adm. idaho.goy

June 30, 2010

Ms. Anne Neville
US Department of Commerce, NTIA
Washington, DC 20230

Dear Ms. Neville:

This letter supports the Supplement Grant appiication submitted by our partners, LinkAmerica
Alliance, to continue broadband mapping and planning in Idaho. We are encouraged by
LinkAmerica’s successful efforts thus far, as evidenced by their on-time submission to you of
the initial broadband map for 1daho. We are also highly satisfied by the robust communication
among the affiliates and us, LAA’s diligent project management, and the quality and
professionalism of the people involved.

In tandem with this effort, ldaho is developing the Idaho Map {TIM), a strategic initiative that
brings together governments, private organizations, universities and others, under a unified
vision to develop, steward and share base map data and related services to achieve significant
efficiencies and many other benefits, The broadband map is included in TIM. Given the
intersection between TIM and the Broadband mapping and planning program, supplemental

~ funding would also benefit TIM, which in turn will provide key information enhancing the
impact and success of NTIA's program.

We urge your approval of funding of the Supplement Application so that Idaho can continue
current beneficial activities and build capacity to sustain the effort beyond Year 5. Working
hand in hand with LAA, Idaho will be positioned to achieve the goals of this program, while also
contributing to the National Spatial Data Infrastructure.

Sincerelv;

Michael Gwartney, Director





