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AMENDMENT NO. 0001 TO NOFO No. 72066323RFA00014
USAID Disaster Risk Management Activity


Office of Acquisition and Assistance


Date RFA Issued: 			August 24, 2023 
Closing Date: 				October 9, 2023, 5:00 PM Addis Ababa Time 
Date Amendment No. 0001 Issued:  	September 15, 2023 


REFERENCE: 	AMENDMENT NO. 0001 TO NOTICE OF FUNDING OPPORTUNITY (NOFO) NUMBER 72066323RFA00014,
USAID DISASTER RISK MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY  


The United States Government (“USG”), represented by the U.S. Agency for International Development Mission in Ethiopia (“USAID/Ethiopia”) hereby amends the above-referenced NOFO.  

Except as specifically amended herein, all terms and conditions of the NOFO remain unchanged. 

Thank you for your consideration of this USAID initiative.   


Sincerely, 


//signed//

Caraline DiNuzio
Agreement Officer   	
USAID/Ethiopia


Attach.: Attachment No.1 Questions and Answers
	  Attachment No. 2 Amendment to the NOFO


ATTACHMENT NO. 1: QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
[bookmark: _Hlk109975030] 
TOPIC: General Questions

Question 1: A request for a list of organizations that would be applying for NOFO 72066323RFA00014. The question came from a technology NGO that builds an emergency response platform that's used by response agencies to alert, coordinate and track local responders in a wide range of emergency, disaster and crisis scenarios. The requestor NGO made this request so that they can contact applicants to consider this NGO as a contractor/vendor/s/sub-grantee.
 
USAID Response: USAID/Ethiopia will not provide a listing of organizations applying for this NOFO.  However, the requestor can visit https://workwithusaid.org/ for further information.  If you would like to contact an organization in the Partner Directory (https://www.workwithusaid.org/directory) you can use USAID’s in-site emailing feature when logged into your approved organizational account or you can follow their social network links, if provided.
 
Question 2: Can USAID confirm that the documents listed in Section D.5.10 “Certifications, Assurances, Representations, and Other Statements of the Recipient” are not required of subrecipients, in addition to the prime applicant?
   
USAID Response: No. The prime will be responsible to get these certifications from the sub-recipients. 


Question 3: Given that cost is not an evaluation criterion for Phase 1, could USAID kindly remove the ROM cost from the cover page of the slide deck due at Phase 1 (a)?

USAID Response: While cost is not an evaluation criterion for Phase 1, a ROM cost is one of the minimum requirements for Phase 1(a).  Applicants will not be invited to Phase 1(b) if they omit a ROM cost from the slide deck cover page.

Question 4: Can USAID provide cost instructions for the crisis modifier referenced in Section D.5?

USAID Response: The crisis modifier will be funded as part of the TEA for this activity. Applicants should not assume that additional funding will be available for a crisis modifier and must plan to allocate or reallocate a portion of the activity budget to the crisis modifier. Applicants should propose their approach to the crisis modifier based on the information provided in NOFO Section A.3.2.4 Activity Description, in particular Cross-Cutting Objective 3: Local Organizations Engagement in DRM Expanded.  Cost instructions will be provided in Phase 2. 

Question 5: As per Cross-Cutting Objective 2, can USAID please provide additional information specifying the qualifications or criteria for private sector stakeholders to be considered as partners in DRM activities?

USAID Response:  For private sector stakeholders that will not receive USAID funding, the USAID private sector engagement policy describes due diligence that is encouraged.  While the policy is written in the context of private sector stakeholders working directly with USAID, we encourage our partners to exercise the same level of risk mitigation: “All PSE requires some level of due diligence, which includes, at a minimum, assessing past performance, reputation, policies, and future plans of a private-sector partner. In conducting due diligence, USAID (and in this case, implementing partners) should carefully consider issues of additionality and shared ethics, including upholding responsible business practices, environmental protection and respect for human rights.”

Please refer to USAID/s private sector engagement policy: https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/2022-05/usaid_psepolicy_final.pdf.

For private sector stakeholders that will receive USAID funding through this activity, as sub-awardees, they must comply with the flow-down provisions of the prime award, as applicable.  Additionally, a responsibility determination and the appropriate “Certifications, Assurances, Representations, and Other Statements of the Recipient,” as referenced in Section D.5.10, must be obtained by the prime awardee.


TOPIC: Key Personnel and Presenters

Question 6: Section D.4.1 Phase 1(a) (page 38) states “The Applicant’s management approach should explain the proposed organizational structure and staffing plan and identify the proposed key personnel…. Finalization of all key personnel will be determined after award. However, USAID encourages applicants to identify and make available some of the key personnel for the oral presentation and the codesign workshop.” Can USAID please confirm that Factor 3 slides should only include information on the Key Personnel positions, and not include the names and experience of proposed candidates (i.e., name, experience, etc)?

USAID Response: Yes, that is correct; however, specific information may be included if the applicant would like to do so, it is not a requirement.  Factor 3 slides should, as a requirement, include information on the Key Personnel positions.  For Phase 1, USAID is most interested in the positions themselves, not necessarily the identified personnel.  If key personnel have been identified, then the names and experience of proposed candidates may be included, but it is not a requirement. 

Please refer to NOFO Section D.4.1. “The Applicant should provide a position description for each proposed key personnel, demonstrate how they logically align with the objectives of the activity, and articulate requisite skills, experience and academic qualifications for each position to fulfill key personnel roles. Applicants are encouraged to use the terminology applied within their own organizations and that are relevant in the Ethiopian context. Key personnel are those considered to be essential to the work being performed under this cooperative agreement. USAID expects that key personnel will serve the full term of the agreement. Key personnel and changes to key personnel are subject to approval by the USAID Agreement Officer prior to their employment under this award. Finalization of all key personnel will be determined after award. However, USAID encourages applicants to identify and make available some of the key personnel for the oral presentation and the co- design workshop.” 

Question 7: Section D.4.1 Phase 1(b) (page 40) states “USAID strongly encourages applicants to furnish the key personnel identified. Other members of the Applicant’s team may be present for the presentation, but USAID encourages key personnel proposed for the positions to lead the presentation and participate in the questions and answers.” . Can USAID please confirm that other members of the consortium (ie Country Director or partner representative) can also be present and can participate in the question and answer portion of the presentation so as to contribute their expertise, experience and expected contributions to the project?

USAID Response: Yes, other members of the consortium can also be present and participate in the presentation and Q&A.


Question 8: Can USAID please confirm that any member of the applicant’s organization or Key Personnel team can lead the presentation and participate in the questions and answers?

USAID Response: Yes, any member of the applicant’s organization or key personnel team can lead the presentation and participate in the questions and answers, but USAID encourages key personnel proposed for the positions to lead the presentation and participate in the questions and answers if they are identified and available.


Question 9: While Key Personnel will serve as the main presenters, are non-Key Personnel permitted to contribute to the presentation or respond to questions?

USAID Response: Yes, while key personnel are encouraged,  non-key personnel are permitted to contribute to the presentation and respond to questions.


TOPIC: Physical Location
Question 10: Section D.4.1 Phase 1(b) (page 40) states “In the cover letter the Applicant should indicate the physical location(s) from which participants will be calling in for their oral presentation to support the planning of the DVCs to take into account varying time zones.” Phase 1(a) requirements do not include a cover letter. Can USAID please confirm if the physical locations of participants can be included in the submission email or cover page, in lieu of a cover letter?  

USAID Response: The physical location(s) from which participants will be calling in for their oral presentation is due as part of the slide deck submission on October 9 in order to facilitate scheduling of the oral presentations over multiple time zones. For clarification, the physical locations should just include the time zone of the participants, we do not need addresses.  The physical location (time zone) of participants can be included in the cover page of the slide deck in lieu of a cover letter. 

Question 11: Is the cover letter with the physical location(s) from which participants will be calling in for their oral presentation due as part of the slide deck submission on October 9?

USAID Response:  The physical location(s) from which participants will be calling in for their oral presentation is due as part of the slide deck submission on October 9 in order to facilitate scheduling of the oral presentations over multiple time zones. For clarification, the physical locations should just include the time zone of the participants, we do not need addresses.  The physical location (time zone) of participants can be included in the cover page of the slide deck in lieu of a cover letter. 

TOPIC: Cost Share 
Question 12: Cost Sharing or Matching Cost-share is not a requirement to make this award. USAID encourages the recipient(s) to propose a cost share arrangement including in-kind cost-share contribution to support implementation of the DRM activity. USAID expects the recipient(s) to propose at least 10% in cost share. The DRM activity does not have any provision for capital funding or any type of construction assistance.

USAID Response: This is not a question. It just restates information in the NOFO.
 

Question 13: C.2. Cost Sharing or Matching Cost-share is not a requirement to make this award. USAID encourages the recipient(s) to propose a cost share arrangement including in-kind cost-share contribution to support implementation of the DRM activity. USAID expects the recipient(s) to propose at least 10% in cost share. The DRM activity does not have any provision for capital funding or any type of construction assistance.  Not clear as to how to propose cost share toward the award.
 
USAID Response: A cost sharing is not a requirement for this award.  However, USAID encourages the recipient(s) to propose a cost share arrangement.  Since it is not a requirement, an applicant will not be disqualified if it is not proposed.  If a cost share is proposed, the following provision will be applicable for the award resulting from this NOFO.  

COST SHARE (JUNE 2012)
 
a.     	During the period of this award, the recipient agrees to spend an amount of funds from non-U.S. Government sources specified as Cost Share, as provided in the award budget. Any Cost Share restrictions contained in this award take precedence over the terms of this provision.
 
b.             The recipient’s Cost Share under this award may include project costs incurred by the recipient from its own funds, or project costs financed with cash, services, or property contributed or donated to the recipient from other non-U.S. Government sources, including subrecipients. Not all Cost Share requires cash outlays by the recipient; examples are depreciation and use charges for buildings and equipment.
 
c.     	The recipient's Cost Share contributions, both cash and in-kind, must meet all of the following criteria:
 
(1)   	Are verifiable from the recipient's records;
(2)   	Are not included as cost share contributions for any other U.S. Government (USG) -assisted program;
(3)   	Are necessary and reasonable for proper and efficient accomplishment of this award's objectives;
(4)   	Are allowable under the Standard Provision, “Allowable Costs”;
(5)   	Are not paid by the USG under another grant or agreement (unless the grant or agreement is authorized to be used for Cost Share); and
(6)   	Are included in the approved budget.
 
d.     	The source, nationality, and restricted goods requirements in the Standard Provision “USAID Eligibility Rules for Procurement of Commodities and Services” do not apply to cost share expenditures.
 
e.     	The value of non-U.S. Government in-kind contributions applied to Cost Share is established by the following procedures:
 
(1)           Volunteer services must be an integral and necessary part of an approved program. Rates for volunteers must be consistent with those paid for similar work in the recipient's organization, or consistent with those paid for similar work in the labor market in which the recipient competes. Volunteer services furnished by others must be valued at the employee's regular rate of pay, exclusive of overhead costs, provided these services are of the same skill for which the employee is normally paid. In any case, paid fringe benefits that are reasonable, allowable, and allocable may be included in the valuation.
 
(2)           The assessed value of donated supplies and equipment must be reasonable and must not exceed the fair market value of the property at the time of the donation.
 
(3)           The value of donated property must be determined in accordance with the usual accounting policies of the recipient with the following qualifications:
 
(i)    	If the purpose of this award is to assist the recipient in the acquisition of equipment, buildings, or land, the total value of the donated property may be claimed as Cost Share.
(ii)   	If the purpose of this award is to support activities that require the use of equipment, buildings, or land, normally only depreciation or use charges for equipment and buildings may be made. However, the Agreement Officer (AO) may approve the charge of the full value of equipment or other capital assets and fair rental charges for land.
iii)   	The value of donated land and buildings must not exceed its fair market value at the time of donation to the recipient as established by an independent appraiser.
(iv)  	The value of donated equipment must not exceed the fair market value of equipment of the same age and condition at the time of donation.
(v)   	The value of donated space must not exceed the fair rental value of comparable space and facilities in a privately owned building in the same locality, as determined by adequate market research.
 (vi) 	The value of loaned equipment must not exceed its fair rental value.
 
f.      	The recipient must provide supporting records for in- kind contributions from third parties.
 
(1)   	Volunteer services must be documented and, to the extent feasible, supported by the same methods used by the recipient for its employees.
(2)   	The basis for determining the valuation for personal services, material, equipment, buildings, and land must be documented.
 
g.     	If the recipient expends less than the agreed upon Cost Share as specified in this award, the AO may apply the difference to reduce the amount of USAID funding for the following funding period, require the recipient to refund the difference to USAID when this award expires or is terminated, or reduce the amount of cost share required under the award.
 
h.     	In the event of any disallowance of expenditures from USAID award funds, the recipient may substitute expenditures made with funds provided from non-U.S. Government sources, provided they are eligible in accordance with all the Standard Provisions of this award.

 
Question 14: Section C.2. The RFA (page 35) states that "Cost-share is not a requirement to make this award…"USAID expects the recipient(s) to propose at least 10% in cost share." Can USAID please confirm that cost share is not required?

USAID Response: Cost share is not a requirement, however, it is encouraged.  Please see the response to Question 13 for additional information. 

TOPIC: Slide Deck
Question 15: Section D.4.1 Phase 1(a) (page 38) states “Applicants that provide a slide deck that meets the minimum requirements (listed above) will be considered for a high-level review of the relevance of the slide deck information in relation to the activity described in the program description. Those applicants that are determined to meet the minimum requirements and have a relevant approach will be invited to Phase 1(b), the oral presentation.” . Section E.2.a Merit Review (page 63) states “Using the below technical evaluation factors, as stated in sub-sections (b) and (c) below, the selection committee will assess: the presentation, slide deck and responses to questions and clarifications during the presentation in Phase 1.” Can USAID please confirm that to determine invitations to the oral presentation, USAID will only evaluate slide decks (Phase 1.a) against the minimum requirements, and not the technical evaluation factors in Section E?

USAID Response: In Phase 1(a) USAID will evaluate slide decks against the minimum requirements listed in the NOFO. Applicants that provide a slide deck that meets the minimum requirements will be considered for a high-level review of the relevance of the slide deck information in relation to the activity described in the program description (not at the level of detail of the merit review criteria).  It should be noted that if the slide deck passes through Phase 1(a), the slides WILL be evaluated against the merit review criteria for phase 1(b).  Therefore, the slide deck should be complete and responsive to the merit review criteria.  There will not be any opportunity to revise the initial slide deck submission, the slide deck presented in Phase 1(b) must match the slide deck submitted in Phase 1(a). 


Question 16: Section D.4.1 Phase 1(b) (page 40) states “USAID will have the applicant’s submitted slide decks pre-loaded and ready for each applicant to present.” Can USAID please confirm that USAID will control the slide decks during the presentation (i.e., click to the next slide when instructed by the applicant)?

USAID Response: This language is updated with this Amendment.  On Page 40, delete the first sentence of paragraph 3 under Phase 1(b) and replace it with the following: “Applicants will present their own slide deck(s) and control the slide deck(s) during the presentation. The submitted slide deck will be the document that will be evaluated in Phase 1(b), the slide deck presented must match the slide deck submitted.” No other changes within the rest of the paragraph.  

 
TOPIC: Technical Questions

Question 17: In order to encourage local ownership of goal setting, and DRM strategies and reporting that are responsive to community needs, would USAID consider replacing the indicator, “Zero disaster responses delayed by lack of funding,” with one showing improvement (i.e. decrease) over time in the percent of disaster responses delayed by lack of funding?

USAID Response:  More generally, illustrative indicators are examples of indicators, applicants may provide their own indicators but must provide rationale as to why/how their indicators are relevant. 

Question 18: Can USAID please confirm that the illustrative results listed between pages 13 and 19 are indeed illustrative and that applicants can propose realistic targets based on their proposed activities?

USAID Response: The illustrative results listed in the NOFO are examples and applicants can propose their own realistic targets based on their proposed activities.


Question 19: Can USAID please confirm that the illustrative indicators and targets listed on page(s) 19-22 are indeed illustrative and that offerors can propose realistic targets based on their experience?"

USAID Response: The illustrative results listed in the NOFO are examples and applicants can propose their own realistic targets based on their proposed activities.


Question 20: Could USAID please confirm that the end-line evaluation is to be conducted by the recipient and is separate from the external evaluation?

USAID Response: The external evaluation is related to the endline evaluation.  The endline evaluation is recommended to be done by external evaluators to avoid bias, therefore it is not to be conducted by the recipient.

Question 21: The references listed in section A.6 appear to be hyperlinked to their source documents. However, the hyperlinks are not present. Could USAID kindly update the references section to include the hyperlinks to the source documents?

USAID Response: To access the links, please press control and click the link simultaneously, the file will open.

Question 22: Page 35 of the RFA states: “The DRM activity does not have any provision for capital funding or any type of construction assistance,” however the RFA on page 15, under Objective 2 states: DRM Coordination improved, “Additionally, it may make a capital investment in ECC infrastructure and equipment, including for example community radios to disseminate EW/EA information.” Can USAID please confirm that applicants can provide for capital investment in ECC infrastructure and equipment?

USAID Response: Applicants can propose capital investment in ECC infrastructure and equipment, but no construction should be included in this activity.  
 

Question 23: Can USAID please clarify as it relates to geographical targeting that if the project will work in all regions, therefore the 100 woredas targeted need to be spread across all regions?

USAID Response: USAID is looking for rationale and justification for whatever woreda and regional coverage approach that you propose.  Please refer to NOFO section A.4.2. Geographic Targeting. 

“The activity will have national coverage. It will target 100 woredas and zones, and all regional states. At the time of writing there are 11 regional states, including the recently formed Sidama and Southwest Ethiopia. The recently conducted regional referendum in the SNNP region may result in additional regions. The geographic targeting approach will need to be dynamic enough to consider new regions that may be formed.  Target woredas and zones will be identified based on vulnerability to shocks, level of DRM capacity, and local political commitment to strengthen DRM capacity. Prioritization of assistance should also consider layering with other USAID food security, resilience and emergency response activities and avoid duplication of effort with other donors. The implementing partner will define the approach, however the selection of targeted woredas and final geographic area will be decided in discussion with USAID. All regions of Ethiopia are impacted by shocks, but there are significant regional differences that result in distinct vulnerabilities to similar shocks across the country. The political, cultural and economic dynamics differ across regions, and capacity of local governments and communities varies greatly. Risk profiles and ability to absorb risks vary within and between regions, impacted by resource potential, mobility, social structures and power dynamics. New and emerging regions present a unique challenge.”

Question 24: Can USAID please confirm that the regions where the four regional ECC’s and 12 local ECC’s capacitated or strengthened under Objective 2 will be required to contain project activities at the woreda level?

USAID Response: The applicant should define the approach to geographic targeting for all objectives as outlined in NOFO section A.4.2. Geographic Targeting. As outlined in NOFO section A.3.2.4. Activity Description, interventions under objective 2 will build on and replace the USAID/U.S. Forest Service (USFS) Partnership for Capacity Building in Disaster Management, that supported the development of efficient disaster response coordination systems and built GOE capacity to respond to crises through training and support the implementation of incident management processes. In collaboration with existing emergency response, DRM and resilience activities funded by USAID/Ethiopia and USAID/BHA, the activity will provide technical assistance to improve timely activation of ECCs as well as improve coordination and clarity of roles and responsibilities. Please refer to the Multi Agency Coordination (MAC) Group Guide, the Emergency Coordination Center (ECC) Guide, and the Incident Command Post (ICP) Guide on EDRMC’s website (https://edrmc.gov.et/manuals-guidelines).


Question 25: Can USAID please confirm that the 12 local ECC’s capacitated or strengthened under Objective 2 will be required to be located across the same 4 regions where projects will work with ECC’s at the regional level? 

USAID Response: The applicant should define the approach to geographic targeting for all objectives as outlined in NOFO section A.4.2. Geographic Targeting. As outlined in NOFO section A.3.2.4. Activity Description, interventions under objective 2 will build on and replace the USAID/U.S. Forest Service (USFS) Partnership for Capacity Building in Disaster Management, that supported the development of efficient disaster response coordination systems and built GOE capacity to respond to crises through training and support the implementation of incident management processes. In collaboration with existing emergency response, DRM and resilience activities funded by USAID/Ethiopia and USAID/BHA, the activity will provide technical assistance to improve timely activation of ECCs as well as improve coordination and clarity of roles and responsibilities. Please refer to the Multi Agency Coordination (MAC) Group Guide, the Emergency Coordination Center (ECC) Guide, and the Incident Command Post (ICP) Guide on EDRMC’s website (https://edrmc.gov.et/manuals-guidelines).


Question 26: Can USAID please confirm that when it refers to 12 local ECC’s in Objective 2 if “local” refers to the Zonal or Woreda level?

USAID Response: Local ECCs may be at Zonal or at Woreda level. Please refer to the Multi Agency Coordination (MAC) Group Guide, the Emergency Coordination Center (ECC) Guide, and the Incident Command Post (ICP) Guide on EDRMC’s website (https://edrmc.gov.et/manuals-guidelines).

Question 27: The NOFO under Objective 3 mentions a forthcoming disaster risk financing strategy led by the Ministry of Finance. Can USAID provide a link to the draft strategy or share any preliminary insights or key pillars of this strategy that are of particular interest to USAID.

USAID Response: At this time, Applicants can find a high level summary in this briefing note: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1WLgAewvretyxY-eAxutxEu0LSb_SCMqvinu-RCjtT2g/edit

The draft strategy will be posted on the Ministry of Finance website, but USAID does not have a firm date as to when it will be posted.  Please continue to check the Ministry of Finance website.  In the interim, please refer to the high-level summary in the briefing note linked above.



ATTACHMENT NO. 2: Amendment to the NOFO

[bookmark: m_569494073173702681_m_-5112583968255565]On page 30, A.1, References.  The references provided in the NOFO are updated as below: To access the links, please press control and click the blue link simultaneously, the file will open.
 
1.     APDC, 2021. Advancement of Recovery Initiatives for Safer Ethiopia (ARISE) - After Action Review (AAR).
2.     APDC, 2021. Training Needs Assessment for EDRMC.
3.     APDC, 2022. Mobilizing relief for flood affected communities in Afar. Implementation process, good practices, and lessons identified.
4.     Building Resilience in Ethiopia.
5.     BRE, 2020. Review of Good International Disaster Risk Management Practice.
6.     BRE, 2021. Synthesis of BRE-TA reports for strengthening the DRM system in Ethiopia (chapeau study).
7.     BRE, 2021. DRM Mainstreaming Gains in Key Ministries in Ethiopia: Assessment Report.
8.     BRE, 2021. Study to Assess the Effectiveness of the National Disaster Risk Management Commission’s Coordination Role in Recent Disasters.
9.     BRE, 2021. The Impact of Covid-19 in Ethiopia: Policy Brief.
10.  BRE, 2021. SWAN Evaluation Report.
11.  BRE, 2021. Comparative Review of Rapid Response Mechanisms in Ethiopia: A discussion paper.
12.  BRE, 2021. SWAN Evaluation: A report on the SWAN Value for Money findings.
13.  Cabot Venton, 2018, Economics of Resilience to Drought: Ethiopia Analysis
14.  CARE. Gender equality in emergencies.
15.  Center for Disaster Protection, 2023. Applying lessons from gender-integrated social protection to disaster risk finance. March 8, 2023.
16.  Center for Disaster Protection, 2021. Exploring a role for triggers and risk-informed financing in complex crises - COVID-19 as a case study. June 2021
17.  Climate Security Expert Network, 2019. Climate-Fragility Risk Brief – Ethiopia
18.  CREWS Initiative
19.  Greater Horn of Africa project
20.  Ethiopia Disaster Risk Management Commission National Policy and Strategy on Disaster Risk Management, 2013
21.  EDRMC, 2022. The Midterm Review of the Implementation of the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030 - Ethiopian Voluntary National Report. September 2022.
22.  EDRMC, 2023. Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia, National Disaster Risk Management Policy 2023 (Draft), EDRMC. This will be available on the EDRMC website. Applicants need to approach EDRMC get this report. 
23.  EDRMC, 2023. Joint Government and Humanitarian Partners Flood Contingency Plan, 2023 Kiremt Season.
24.  EPMES, 2017. Final Performance Evaluation of the Community Managed Disaster Risk Reduction Activity, August 2017.
25.  EU Decentralization of Disaster Risk Reduction project
26.  EU RESET program
27.  Famine Early Warning Services Network (FEWSNET) Food Security Outlook Update December 2022.
28.  FEWSNET, 2023. Food Security Outlook February 2023 - September 2023. Food insecurity emergency in Ethiopia leads to second record-setting year of food assistance needs. 
29.  FEWSNET, 2023. The emergency in Ethiopia is far from over, as food aid remains vital to saving lives.
30.  Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia Ministry of Finance, 2020. Guidelines for quantifying disaster-related fiscal risks in Ethiopia.
31.  GFDRR: Ethiopia
32.  GFDRR 2019. Disaster Risk Profile: Ethiopia
33.  Headlight Consulting Services, 2023. SDRM-SI Developmental Evaluation Learning Review 2023, April 2023 
34.  Headlight Consulting Services, 2022. Ethiopia Disaster Risk Management Policy Institutional Architecture Assessment. August 2022 
35.  Headlight Consulting Services, 2022. SAGE Crisis Modifier Evaluation Final Report.  
36.  Headlight Consulting Services, 2022. 2021 Afar Flood Response Case Study.   
37.  Headlight Consulting Services, 2021. SDRM-SI DE DRM Learning Review.  
38.  IASC, 2016. Grand Bargain
39.  IASC. Grand Bargain Workstream 2: More support and funding tools to local and national responders
40.  IASC, 2021. The Grand Bargain 2.0. Endorsed framework and annexes.
41.  International Federation for the Red Cross (IFRC). Localization.
42.  IMF, 2022. Staff Visit Discusses Reform Plans and Economic Developments in Ethiopia. June 2022.
43.  IMF, 2022. The return of macroeconomic imbalances: adapting to life on the edge. Remarks by 
44.  IMF Africa Department Director Abebe Aemro Selassie at the 13th Andrew Crockett Lecture Governors’ Roundtable for African Central Bankers, All Souls College, Oxford. June 27, 2022.
45.  Maxwell, Howe, Fitzpatrick, 2023. Famine: A Landscape Report. Boston, MA: Feinstein International Center, Tufts University, 2023.
46.  Mercy Corps, 2020. Towards Resilience: Advancing Collective Impact in Protracted Crises
47.  Million S. Tadesse, Eshete Y Tefera, Addis K. Mula, K. Assessment report on public health emergency management in Ethiopia, February 2020. 
48.  Neumayer and Plumpo (2007),The Gendered Nature of Natural Disasters, the Impacts of Catastrophic Events on the Gender Gap in Life Expectancy, 1981-2002, Annals of the Association of Americans Geographers.
49.  Oxfam, 2011. Briefing on the Horn of Africa Drought 2011: Disaster Risk Reduction – Fundamental to Saving Lives and Reducing Poverty
50.  Poole, L. (2023) ‘Opportunity Cost of Covid-19 Budget Reallocations. Brief: Ethiopia. Centre for Disaster Protection Report’, London.
51.  REAP Country Case Study: Ethiopia
52.  Save the Children. HEA-U Assessment of gender and livelihoods in pastoral and agro-pastoral areas. The applicants can reach out to Save's HEA team to get the documents
53.  Save the Children. HEA-U Assessment of gender and livelihoods in cropping areas. The applicants can reach out to Save's HEA team to get the documents
54.  Search for Common Ground, 2015. Conflict Scans. Guidance note for the conflict scan methodology: A quick and actionable approach to conflict analysis.
55.  Sweetser, A, 2019. Gender Analysis for SDRMSI and EER: Preliminary findings presentation to USAID/Ethiopia project design teams, July 2019 google drive
56.  UNDRR, 2015. Sendai Framework
57.  UNOCHA, 2022. Drought Response Plan Ethiopia. July -December 2022 (Revised)
58.  UNOCHA, 2023. Humanitarian Needs Overview 2023
59.  UNOCHA, 2023. Humanitarian Response Plan 2023.
60.  United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), 2022. OCHA on Message: Humanitarian Principles. July 2022.
61.  UNOCHA’s Anticipatory Action Ethiopia Pilot.
62.  UNOCHA, Gender, Disaster Management and the Private Sector
63.  USAID. Are You Ready to Work with USAID?" Checklist
64.  USAID Pre-Engagement Assessment
65.  USAID, 2023. Ethiopia - Northern Crisis Factsheet #2. February 24, 2023.
66.  USAID. Climate Strategy
67.  USAID. Local Capacity Strengthening Policy
68.  USAID Localization Agenda
69.  USAID New Partnerships Initiative
70.  USAID Private Sector Engagement Policy
72.  USAID PSE Evidence Gap Map
73.  USAID, 2017. Shock responsive programming and adaptive mechanisms - Approaches and Tools.
74.  USAID/BHA. Strategic Framework for Early Recovery Risk Reduction and Resilience
75.  USAID/BHA, 2021. Ethiopia Private Sector Landscape Assessment
76.  USAID BHA Ethiopia programming
77.  USAID, Strengthening Humanitarian Assistance and Resilience - Private Sector Engagement in Ethiopia (SHARP-SEE) google drive
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1. On Page 40, delete the first sentence of paragraph 3 under Phase 1(b) and replace it with the following: “Applicants will present their own slide deck(s) and control the slide deck(s) during the presentation. The submitted slide deck will be the document that will be evaluated in Phase 1(b), the slide deck presented must match the slide deck submitted.” No other changes within the rest of the paragraph.  
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