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Webinar Goals
NOAA MDP Overview
Bipartisan Infrastructure Law
Competition Overview
Submission Overview
Anticipated Timeline
Q&A

● This webinar is being recorded
● The recording and a PDF of the slides will be
made available as soon as possible
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Goals of today’s webinar:
1) Communicate expectations for proposal submissions
2) Provide overview of application submission process
3 ) Share anticipated timeline and overview of award
process
4) Answer your questions about the competition
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NOAA Marine Debris Program
Established in 2006 by Congress as
the federal lead for marine debris
Vision: the global ocean and its
coasts free from the impacts of
marine debris
Photo: South Carolina Department of Natural Resources

Mission: to investigate and prevent
the adverse impacts of marine
debris

Northwest: Andrew Mason
(andrew.mason@noaa.gov)

Regional Contacts
Regional Contacts

Great Lakes: Sarah Lowe
(sarah.lowe@noaa.gov)

California: Christy Kehoe
(christy.kehoe@noaa.gov)

https://marinedebris.noaa.gov/your-region

Northeast: Demi Fox
(demi.fox@noaa.gov)

Mid-Atlantic: Katie Morgan
(katie.morgan@noaa.gov)

Southeast: Sarah Latshaw
(sarah.latshaw@noaa.gov)
Florida: Ashley Hill
(ashley.hill@noaa.gov)
Gulf of Mexico: Caitlin Wessel
(caitlin.wessel@noaa.gov)
Alaska: Peter Murphy
(peter.murphy@noaa.gov)

Hawaii & Pacific Islands: Mark Manuel
(mark.manuel@noaa.gov)

Caribbean: Yaritza Rivera
yaritza.rivera@noaa.gov

NOAA received $2.96 billion in Bipartisan
Infrastructure Law funding for 18 provisions
Climate Data & Services
$904 million
● Provision # 3: Flood and
Inundation Mapping and
Forecasting
● Provision # 4: Water
Resources Development Act
Data Acquisition
● Provision # 5 & 15: Wildfire
● Provision #11 & 17: Ocean and
Coastal Observing Systems
● Provision #12: Regional Ocean
Partnerships
● Provision #16: Research
Supercomputing
Deliberative Draft

Climate Ready Coasts
$1.467 billion
● Provision #1: National Oceans and
Coastal Security Fund
● Provision #2: Habitat Restoration
● Provision #7: Marine Debris
(NOS)
● Provision #8: Marine Debris
(OAR)
● Provision #9: Coastal Zone
Management
● Provision #10: National Estuarine
Research Reserve System

Fisheries & Protected Resources
$592 million
Provision #13: Consultations
and Permitting
● Provision #14: Fish Passage
● Provision #18: Pacific Coastal
Salmon Recovery Fund
●
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Bipartisan Infrastructure Law
• The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (Public Law 117-58) provides $150 million to NOAA
Marine Debris Program over 5 years for “marine debris assessment, prevention,
mitigation, and removal”
– Most funding is expected to be used for competitive removal grants
• The overall objective of this competition is to make tangible, beneficial impacts to
coastal and marine habitats and communities across a broad geographic scale,
through a variety of marine debris removal methods
– This year up to $56 million for two priority areas
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Bipartisan Infrastructure Law
• The Act also provides $50 million to the National Sea Grant College Program for marine
debris prevention and removal over the same time period
• Two Competitive Funding Opportunities
– Marine Debris Challenge Competition ($16M)

• Open to academic, private and non-governmental entities and required engagement through Sea
Grant program
• $1M-$3M
• Letters of Intent are due by August 9, 2022 and Full Proposals are due by October 13, 2022

– Marine Debris Community Action Coalitions Competition ($3M)
• Open to Sea Grant Programs working with community, academic, private and non-governmental
•
•

entities
$100-$300K
Letters of Intent are due by August 16, 2022 and Full Proposals are due by September 15, 2022

For more information contact: oar.sg.marine-debris@noaa.gov
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Eligible Applicants
● State, local, tribal, territory, and freely associated
states governments whose activities affect
research or regulation of marine debris
● Institutions of higher education
● Nonprofits
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● Commercial (for-profit) organizations with
expertise in a field related to marine debris
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Non-Eligible Applicants
● Federal agencies or employees of federal
agencies
○ Interested federal agencies may collaborate
with eligible applicants but may not receive
funds through this competition
● Foreign public entities, individuals, and
organizations from outside of U.S. and Freely
Associated States are not eligible to apply
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Overview of Award Expectations
● Cooperative Agreements
○ NOAA will have substantial involvement
throughout the award
■ Higher level decisions, media events,
milestones, etc.
■ Will be expected to complete
progress reports and financial reports
twice a year
Photo: NOAA

● Proposed projects should be 2-4 years
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Overview of Cost-share/Match Expectations
● There is no non-federal matching requirement for this funding.
○ However, cost sharing, leveraged funds, and in-kind support will make
projects more competitive and is an element in the evaluation criteria.
■ Any cost-share or match contributions should be clearly indicated in the
budget narrative
● The goal is to encourage the involvement of different groups in meaningful ways,
and there are a variety of ways to do this:
○ Public or Private partnerships
○ Volunteer time
○ Project Team time not requested in federal funding
○ Use of existing equipment (i.e., private boat use)
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Overview of Cost-share/Match Expectations
The evaluation criteria for cost-share/match will consider if the proposal incorporates
formal and/or informal match:
● Formal - Non-federal cost-sharing, match, or in-kind contributions
○ Must be clearly described in official budget narrative and budget tables
● Informal - Leveraged funds that don’t qualify as non-federal cost-sharing or match
but demonstrate meaningful contributions to the award
○ Clearly described at the end of the budget narrative, but not included in
official budget tables
■ Includes federal contributions/involvement or if the project is part of a
larger related effort
No preference for formal or informal contributions will be given for meeting this
evaluation criteria.
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Competition Priorities: Choose one per proposal
Priority 1: Partnerships for large-scale, high-value marine debris removal
○ Responsive to local and regional marine debris removal needs
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged
Priority 2: Projects using proven interception technologies to capture and remove
marine debris
○ Deployment in coastal riverine, shoreline, estuarine, and urban
environments
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged
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Competition Priorities: All Proposals**
● Equity & Inclusion
○ In alignment with the Executive Order 13985 on Advancing Racial Equity and Support
for Underserved Communities through the Federal Government, all applicants should
describe how their proposed project will advance equity and inclusion by:
■ Collaborating with diverse entities and groups
■ Paying particular attention to the most vulnerable or underserved communities
● low-income
● overburdened by pollution
● lacking economic or social opportunity
● facing disenfranchisement
** Inclusion of this priority will make projects more competitive
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Competition Priorities: All Proposals**
● Alternative disposal
○ Removal practitioners should demonstrate how
they will use the disposal method that is most
environmentally friendly considering the following:
■ location
■ availability
■ resources of specific removal effort
○ Examples of alternative disposal include:
■ recycling
■ reuse
■ waste-to-energy
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** Inclusion of this priority will make projects more competitive
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1: Large Marine Debris
● Proposed budgets should request $1M - $15M
● Key Definitions:

○ Large Debris
■ abandoned and derelict vessels (ADVS)
■ derelict fishing gear (DFG)
■ other debris that is generally unable to be
collected by hand
○ High Value
■ refers to the benefit of removing the
marine debris will have for trust resources
or other priority areas and activities

Photo: City of Hoboken, NJ
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1: Large Marine Debris

● Key Definitions:
○ Partnership

● joint, collaborative efforts of both NOAA
and the applicant to support projects
focused on removal and disposal of large
marine debris
Photo: City of Hoboken, NJ

● 6-10 partnerships expected to be supported
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Competition Priorities
Priority 1: Partnerships for large-scale, high-value marine debris removal
○ Responsive to local and regional marine debris removal needs
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged

Priority 1(a)
Partnerships that administer a
national- or regional-focused
competition for subawardees to
propose specific marine debris
removal projects

Priority 1(b)
Partnerships that execute
a plan for a particular
marine debris removal
project
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1: Large Marine Debris
● Key Objectives:

○ Geographic diversity of partnerships
○ High Impact Partnerships

Priority 1(a)

Priority 1(b)

v.

v.
Photo: NOAA
Photo: NOAA

High Impact

Low Impact

High Impact

Low Impact
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1: Large Marine Debris
● Complementary Prevention Activities

○ Building capacity to address chronic large
marine debris problems which may include:
■ sustainable funding mechanisms
■ expanding vessel or fishing gear turn-in
opportunities or recycling programs
■ contracts for pre-approved salvage
companies
■ programs working with boaters or
fishermen
○ Proposed prevention activities should sustain
the benefits of the marine debris removal in the
proposal

Photo: City of Hoboken, NJ
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1: Large Marine Debris
● Complementary Assessment, Tracking, & Monitoring
Activities
○ Establishment or expansion of real-time large
marine debris reporting and tracking databases
○ Removal project specific in-situ pre/post
monitoring
■ debris location
■ habitat/species impacts
■ ecosystem services
■ vegetation

Photo: City of Hoboken, NJ

30

Competition Priorities
Priority 1: Partnerships for large-scale, high-value marine debris removal
○ Responsive to local and regional marine debris removal needs
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged

Priority 1(a)
Partnerships that administer a
national- or regional-focused
competition for subawardees to
propose specific marine debris
removal projects
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1(a): Administering a national- or regional-focused
competition for subawardees to propose specific marine debris
removal projects
● Examples

○ A non-profit establishing a national or regional competitive grant program
○ A state agency establishing a statewide competitive grant program

** All projects should be guided by clear goals, objectives, and priorities for marine
debris removal with associated prevention and monitoring and assessment components
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1(a): Administering a national- or regional-focused
competition for subawardees to propose specific marine debris
removal projects
● Applicants should take into consideration:
○ Does my organization have the ability to administer a robust and efficient
competition, track subawards and report on subawardee accomplishments?
○ Is there an existing applicant pool for future competed projects under the
proposed competition?
○ Will the proposed competition achieve the goals of NOAA’s Notice of
Funding Opportunity?
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Competition Priorities
Priority 1: Partnerships for large-scale, high-value marine debris removal
○ Responsive to local and regional marine debris removal needs
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged

Priority 1(b)
Partnerships that execute
a plan for a particular
marine debris removal
project
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Competition Priorities

Priority 1(b): Execute a plan for a particular marine debris
removal project
● Example: A state or non-profit that has identified multiple large debris targets
within a project area and applies for funding to remove those debris

● Applicants should take into consideration if their organization has the ability to
utilize awarded funding for removal of specific large marine debris?
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Competition Priorities
Priority 2: Projects using proven interception technologies to capture and remove
marine debris
○ Deployment in coastal riverine, shoreline, estuarine, and urban
environments
○ Connection to NOAA trust resources
○ Prevention, assessment, tracking and monitoring activities encouraged

Photo: NOAA
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Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies

● Proposed budgets should request $100,000 -

$1,000,000
Photo: San Diego Surfrider
○ The number of marine debris interception
projects supported will be based on the merit
of submitted applications
Photo: The Great Lakes Plastic Cleanup
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Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies
● Proven interception technology include devices that capture trash, plastics, and other
macro-debris such as:
○ litter traps
○ boats
○ booms
○ skimmers
● This competition is not for research and development or testing of interception devices
or for deploying interception devices targeted at microfiber or microplastic

Photo: The Great Lakes Plastic Cleanup

Photo: San Diego Surfrider
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Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies
● Applicants should consider:

○ Is there past success of the chosen technology in
removing the identified debris type from the
proposed environment?
○ What are the ecological and socio-economic
benefits from the proposed interception device
and how will these impacts will be monitored?
Photo: San Diego Surfrider

○ What is the severity of the identified debris
problem in the chosen project location and does it
match with the capabilities of the chosen
technology?

39

Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies
● Applicants should consider:

○ Does our organization have sufficient technical
expertise to conduct the proposed work and
also secure any required permits?
○ Does our organization have the capacity to
procure, deploy, and maintain the interception
technologies as well as partnering with
municipalities and/or other public or private
partners?
○ Do we have a long-term maintenance plan for
the equipment following the award?

Photo: The Great Lakes Plastic Cleanup
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Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies
● Applicants should consider:
○ What is the monitoring and implementation
plan during and following the award period?
○ What is the cost effectiveness of the proposed
technology?
Photo: San Diego Surfrider
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Competition Priorities

Priority 2: Interception Technologies
● Applicants should consider:
○ Does our project incorporate efforts to raise
awareness to the issue of marine debris?
○ Do we involve local stakeholders with the goals of
preventing everyday problems such as littering and
waste management, that can lead to marine debris?
Photo: The Great Lakes Plastic Cleanup
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Application Resources
● NOAA MDP Proposal Submission
Guidance for Applicants
○ Proposal Templates
■ Priority 1 and Priority 2
have different Project
Narrative Guidelines
○ Budget Narrative guidance
document
○ SF-424A Budget Form
Instructions
43

Evaluation Criteria

Click here to access: Evaluation Criteria Tables
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Application tips
● Adobe PDF is the preferred file format for all application attachments
○ Please minimize the number of files uploaded by combining relevant files
when possible
● Please carefully read through the NOFO for important details for creating and
submitting your application that were not covered today
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Submitting your proposal
in Grants.gov
● Step 1: Make sure the applicant organization has
the following registrations completed:
○ System Awards Management (SAM)
https://sam.gov/content/entity-registration
■ Can take 2-5 weeks
○ grants.gov https://www.grants.gov/web/grants/register.html
■ should receive same-day confirmation

Applicants should maintain
active registration
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Submitting your proposal
in Grants.gov
● Step 2: Prepare and submit your application
in grants.gov
○ For help troubleshooting your
application submission, please visit
the grants.gov frequently asked
questions page
○ Please submit early - proposals
submitted after the deadline due
to technical issues will not be
accepted.
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Anticipated Timeline

*some steps of this process are outside of NOAA MDP control so timeframe may change

Step

Timeframe

1. Full proposals are due in Grants.gov

11:59 PM ET
Oct 5, 2022

2. The NOAA Marine Debris Program conducts a review event and selects
proposals to recommend for funding

Oct - Nov 2022

3. Projects recommended for funding are notified and negotiation calls
are conducted to address any modifications to the proposal or budget

early Dec 2022

4. NOAA Grants Management provides official approval of awards, NOAA
MDP has kick off call with grantees, proposed project activities can begin

Jan 2023
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General Advice
● Read the NOFO carefully, to ensure you do not miss
any important details for the application
components, evaluation criteria, or submission
requirements, etc.
● Please ensure you include an appropriate level of
detail in your proposal. Reviewers will be a mix of
regional and technical experts.
● Start registration now, if you are not yet
registered/active! (SAM.gov & Grants.gov)

Photo: NOAA

● Submit your application early, there are often technical difficulties with submissions and
Grants.gov can take up to two business days to validate or reject applications
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Please reach out with any questions
● For questions about this competition please
email the MDP Grants Team
(grants.marinedebris@noaa.gov)
● For project-based questions related to the
particular region of your proposed work please
contact the appropriate NOAA MDP Regional
Coordinator (see next slide for contact info)
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Northwest: Andrew Mason
(andrew.mason@noaa.gov)

Regional Contacts
Regional Contacts

Great Lakes: Sarah Lowe
(sarah.lowe@noaa.gov)

California: Christy Kehoe
(christy.kehoe@noaa.gov)

https://marinedebris.noaa.gov/your-region

Northeast: Demi Fox
(demi.fox@noaa.gov)

Mid-Atlantic: Katie Morgan
(katie.morgan@noaa.gov)

Southeast: Sarah Latshaw
(sarah.latshaw@noaa.gov)
Florida: Ashley Hill
(ashley.hill@noaa.gov)
Gulf of Mexico: Caitlin Wessel
(caitlin.wessel@noaa.gov)
Alaska: Peter Murphy
(peter.murphy@noaa.gov)

Hawaii & Pacific Islands: Mark Manuel
(mark.manuel@noaa.gov)

Caribbean: Yaritza Rivera
yaritza.rivera@noaa.gov

Thank you for joining!

