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 eNews 

April 11, 2014 

Federal Transportation Future? Congress is on recess, with little prospect of 

prompt action on expired federal tax expenditures, action to avoid insolvency of 

the federal Highway Trust Fund, or completing the FY2015 annual spending bills. 

According to the Congressional Budget Office (CBO), “Under CBO’s baseline 

projections, the highway and transit accounts of the Highway Trust Fund will 

have insufficient revenues to meet obligations starting in fiscal year 2015. Under current law, the 

Highway Trust Fund cannot incur negative balances and has no authority to borrow additional funds…” 

As a result, under CBO’s baseline projections, the highway account may have to delay some of its 

payments during the latter half of 2014. It is not, moreover, that this looming insolvency is an unexpected 

development: any number of states have acted to increased surface transportation revenues—Virginia, 

prominently, under former Governor Bob McDonnell, recognizing that gas taxes were becoming 

increasingly prehistoric, like dinosaurs, in the face of federally mandated fuel efficiency. Moreover, not 

only have a multitude of tax provisions expired, but nearly 75% of the current federal gas tax—absent 

action by Congress—is set to expire next September. With the Highway Trust Fund responsible for as 

much as 40% of highway capital investment, and local and state governments moving this spring to adopt 

their FY2015 budgets; state and local leaders face a double whammy: 1) Will Congress act?, but 2) If 

Congress only agrees to adopt a short-term patch, such as the White House has proposed, what would that 

mean for the long-term capital borrowing typically relied upon by state and local highway and transit 

authorities?   

Federal Unfunded Mandates. In its annual unfunded federal mandate review, the Congressional Budget 

Office (CBO) has found that three laws enacted in 2013 by Congress contained a total of four 

intergovernmental mandates Read Complete Document, but none of those intergovernmental mandates 

exceeded the federal mandate threshold of $75 million.  

 

New Unfunded Mandates? The U.S. Treasury Department is forming a new unit to broadly monitor 

local and state public finance and assert greater oversight over the ability and authority of states and local 

governments to issue short and long-term debt in the $3.7 trillion municipal-bond market. The new 

oversight unit, which will be headed by Kent Hiteshew, a veteran public-finance banker from JP Morgan, 

will also track state and local pensions, in addition to public infrastructure finance. According to the new 

Treasury official, the Treasury hopes in part to better understand the potential impact of municipal fiscal 

distress and stress; but the new unit will not have authority to adopt or enforce rules for the market like 

the Securities and Exchange Commission. The SEC, which is the municipal-bond market’s primary 

regulator, also has ramped up its scrutiny of the sector and is conducting a review of past disclosures by 

financially stressed states and municipalities to determine if they may have misled investors about their 

financial condition, according to SEC officials. The SEC, which sets disclosure rules for state and local 

http://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/cbofiles/attachments/45209-UMRA.pdf
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governments that issue bonds, is pushing for additional authority from Congress to impose new mandates 

and penalties on states and local governments that do not meet what the federal government wants with 

regard to disclosure. 

FINRA Fines. FINRA, the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, this week fined three firms and an 

individual, who was also suspended, for municipal rule violations (MSRB Rules G-17 on fair dealing and 

G-27 on supervision), including for a precedent-setting case of improperly seeking reimbursement from 

issuers for excessive expenses on bond rating trips, with the fines reaching $63,000. For local leaders, the 

key levy was imposed upon Alabama-based Gardnyr Michael Capital, Inc., where FINRA imposed 

$20,000 of fines for violations of for charging trip expenses to municipalities and for receiving 

reimbursement for other expenses the firm was contractually obligated to pay. The firm was censured, 

fined a total of $20,000 and ordered to pay a total of $5,322.44, plus interest, in restitution. The owner 

was fined $10,000 and suspended from association with any FINRA® member in any principal capacity 

for three business days. The sanctions were based on findings that the firm, in connection with bond-

rating trips, willfully sought and received reimbursement from municipal bond proceeds for unnecessary 

expenses unrelated to the business purposes of the trips, and for expenses incurred by its representatives 

on a ratings trip, which the firm was contractually obligated pay. The firm did not have any written 

policies or procedures concerning bond-rating trips and providing guidance for determining how to seek 

reimbursements for the firm and for municipal officials from offering proceeds, and did not have any 

procedures in place by which they actually supervised the trips. The findings also included that the 

allegations that the firm violated Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board (MSRB) Rule G-17 by seeking 

and obtaining reimbursements from municipal bond proceeds for entertainment expenses incurred on 

municipal bond-rating trips were dismissed. The complaint focused on three trips to New York that took 

place in December 2007, March 2008, and December 2009. FINRA examiners found that on these trips 

GMCI executives, and sometimes members of their families, spent thousands of dollars not necessary to 

the business of meeting with rating agencies and then got the issuers to foot the bill. FINRA found that 

between March 28, 2011 and Jan. 30, 2012, the firm failed to disclose via EMMA that there would be no 

preliminary or final official statements for a bond anticipation note offering and failed to file advance 

refunding documents. It also failed to have written policies in procedures in place to prevent these 

violations, and failed to disclose several political contributions of several thousand dollars made by an 

executive at the firm. The non-MFP executive contributed to $2,400 to Ohio Treasurer Josh Mandel and 

$1,000 to Ohio Gov. John Kasich, according to amended G-37 forms. 

State & Local Finance 
Good Gnus.  

Default Trends. Municipal Market Advisors this week reports improved default trends, 

albeit finding that “more projects are suffering, but fewer are defaulting…” The slow motion 

economic recovery that began in 2009 has produced only gradual tax revenue growth for 

most state and local governments. Governmental credit quality has improved in this environment, but 

only because of sustained vigilance.  

Intervenor Authority. With Chicago and other local governments worried 

about the weight of pension obligations on their finances, the remarkable 

Chicago Civic Federation and redoubtable Jim Spiotto are developing a 

unique intervention authority which could intervene before 

a fiscal crisis, rather than after the fact—a quasi-judicial 

authority which could assist Illini local governments at risk of 

insolvency because of pension-related or other severe fiscal 

problems. The goal of such an authority would be to avoid defaults and municipal 

bankruptcy, but also to restore a municipality or other governmental entity to a sustainable path outside of 
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a federal bankruptcy court. Mr. Spiotto is scheduled to describe the proposed Illinois Municipal 

Protection Authority at an April 23rd forum co-hosted by the Civic Federation and the Federal Reserve 

Bank of Chicago: “After Detroit: How Will Illinois and its Communities Respond?” Under the proposal, 

such an authority would be authorized to examine essential government services and post-employment 

benefits for affordability and sustainability, as well as recommend cost-cutting measures to make services 

and benefits affordable, as well as to assist local governments to address issues related to contribution 

levels for post-employment benefits and promote arbitration for contractual or labor disputes—and 

exploration of such a government’s structure and whether some services or costs could be consolidated or 

transferred to other governmental bodies—and, whether and how to seek a state intercept on aid, as well 

as potential state assistance in the form of insurance or other help to provide protection of municipal 

employees’ post-retirement benefits at the level they would receive if they participated in Social Security, 

based upon the concept used for non-municipal corporations through the Pension Benefit Guaranty 

Corporation. The proposal suggests nine members govern the authority, four appointed by the Illinois 

Municipal League and one appointed each by the Governor, Speaker of the Illinois House, President of 

the Illinois Senate, and Minority Leaders of the House and Senate. Funding for the authority could come 

from a fee paid by participants and the state comptroller would provide administrative and operational 

support for the authority.  

Rock & Roll. There appears to be increasing and widespread incidences that 

fracking is contributing to earthquakes in shale-gas producing regions—

earthquakes which are wreaking havoc with aging infrastructure, even as 

Congress and the White House are considering proposals to increase the cost of 

state and local infrastructure financing via federal tax reform, even as the federal 

Highway Trust Fund nears insolvency this summer—with no plan or proposal 

by the White House or either chamber in the Congress for a long-term fix. In 

Oklahoma, state Department of Transportation Director Mike Patterson testified 

before the Sooner state Transportation Commission last week that he was 

consulting experts from California to assess the infrastructure impact on bridges, 

noting: “We don’t know what it’s doing to our roadways and, specifically, we don’t know what it’s doing 

to our bridges, but adding: “In the last week, Oklahoma -- not the United States, but Oklahoma -- has 

experienced 11% of all earthquakes in the world.” The Oklahoma Geological Survey has identified 1,356 

Oklahoma earthquakes so far this year, including 142 in the first week of April alone. Oklahoma 

legislators are considering diverting funds from the transportation budget to public schools in the wake of 

past and proposed tax cuts—so that the triple threat of federal infrastructure insolvency, fracking-

cracking, and state infrastructure funding diversion is at hand. In the Lone Star State, the state Railroad 

Commission, which regulates the oil and gas industry, last month announced the hiring of a seismologist 

in the wake and quake of protests from residents of North Texas over a series of earthquakes in the 

Barnett Shale play. In the Razorback state, the Arkansas Oil and Gas Commission halted injection wells 

from coming on line in 2011 in the wake of a series of earthquakes, the largest of which was 4.7 on the 

Richter scale. The fear in Arkansas is especially palpable, because the quakes there were near the New 

Madrid seismic zone, which triggered some of the strongest earthquakes in U.S. history in 1811 and 1812. 

Last week, Ohio announced new restrictions on injection wells after several earthquakes, including a 2011 

temblor near Youngstown that measured 4.0 on the Richter scale. The new rules require companies to 

install seismic monitors if hydraulic fracturing occurs within three miles of a known fault or an area 

which has recently experienced quakes. Our special correspondent in Ohio, Greg Lashutka, thankfully 

inured to such shaking and quaking from his gridiron glory days with the Buckeyes and Buffalo Bills 

will, we hope keep us up to speed on the intergovernmental issues there. 
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Is Detroit Contagious? 

Last week, Detroit Emergency Manager Kevyn Orr, in an interview with the Bond Buyer, discussed the 

motive behind his sudden decision to treat the Motor City’s unlimited tax general obligation bonds (so-

called ULTGOs), as well as how Detroit plans to maintain its crucial access to the debt markets in the 

future, notwithstanding its high-profile default on all municipal debt payments starting last year. The 

issue related to his seeming reversal from offering just 15% to the city’s bondholders a year ago to 74% 

last week—a change which Matt Posner notes this week “positively resolves much of the market’s worry 

about precedents that could have been set for ULTGO’s”, adding that, as a result: ULTGO issuers in 

Michigan could see a lower cost of capital in future bond issues, 

effectively ending the ‘Michigan penalty’ now being paid in the 

state.” Mr. Orr further noted, referring to some of the key holders of the 

Motor City’s full faith and credit municipal bonds: “These are 

people who lent money to the city for parks and recreation and 

infrastructure…The ULTGOs are standard municipal financing. 

We’re not trying to tear up municipal finance doctrines as we know it,” 

adding that the critical driver of the final agreement was the risk that it 

would lose access to the property tax millage (Prior to reaching the new agreement, the insurers had sued 

the city, arguing that it was illegal for Detroit to use the millage for any other purpose than debt service 

payments. The city will now get access to the rest of the millage revenue that does not go to the ULTGO 

holders.) The ULTGO settlement also gives the bond holders a lien on local state aid - a fourth lien -- to 

help secure the status of the debt should Detroit’s problems return. Mr. Orr noted that Motown’s ability to 

access the municipal markets in the future will be crucial to long-term success, and he stated that he 

remains confident the municipal bankruptcy process is helping to create that future access. Detroit expects 

to do a $300 million financing when it exits bankruptcy that will pay off the $120 million Barclays loan 

and cover the $85 million swaps payment. Motor City officials have crafted a $1.5 billion plan for the 

next 10 year period: “We get $150 million a year for 10 years, and those are core city services that are 

drivers for revenue enhancement…But we want to be realistic. The proposals will take some time to turn 

around the direction of the city.” Unstated, but equally important, the revisions are likely to benefit cities, 

towns, and counties across the State of Michigan. 

 

 

Figure 1  Illustration by David P. Hayes 

Pensionary Tidings 

Risks to Corporate Bankrutcy—with state and local implications. The Pension Benefit Guarantee 

Corporation, a quasi-federal agency which is supposed to be self-supporting, financing its operations with 
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premiums paid by non-municipal corporations, features a single-employer program which has the 

authority to take over company pension funds, such as, for instance, General Motors and Ford’s, before 

they become insolvent, so the assets can be used to help defray the costs. But the multiemployer program 

must wait until a failing plan’s investments are exhausted, so it gets nothing but bills. But now the PBGC 

itself could be on the verge of insolvency: it now has premiums of about $110 million a year, so that all it 

would take is the failure of one big plan to slip below the waves. Labor officials, business groups, 

members of Congress and others have been quietly discussing a proposal to extend multiemployer plans’ 

life spans by letting them roll back even retirees’ pensions. The threat of the PBGC’s insolvency could 

adversely impact the private pensions of millions of Americans, even as Congress fiddles—pensions 

which belong to individuals in multiemployer plans — big pooled investment funds with many 

sponsoring companies and a union. Such pensions, unlike state and local pension plans, are not only 

backed by federal insurance, but they also were thought to be even more secure than single-company 

pensions, because when one company in a multiemployer pool failed, the others were required to pick up 

its “orphaned” retirees. Earlier this year, the Congressional Budget Office projected that the federal 

multiemployer insurer would run out of money in seven years—a development which would leave 

retirees in failed plans with nothing—or, as Joshua Gotbaum, the PBGC’s Executive Director puts it: 

“Unless Congress acts — and acts very soon — many plans will fail, more than one million people will 

lose their pensions, and thousands of small businesses will be handed bills they can’t pay.” Congressional 

failure to act would potentially have harsh repercussions for local and state leaders: it would risk the 

financial solvency of at least a million Americans—jeopardizing their homes, abilities to remit state and 

local taxes and fees, and make them dependent on state and local public assistance. 

Puerto Rico Blues. The Commonwealth of Puerto Rico’s Supreme Court has found its pension reform 

legislation unconstitutional, leading Governor Alejandro Garcia Padilla to warn that: “If we do nothing, 

teachers will be without a pension in a few years, and this is something I cannot allow.” The reforms, 

which overhauled the Teachers’ Pension Fund in the final days of 2013, had been immediately challenged 

in court by education groups. The reforms, similar to changes recently made to other public pension funds 

in the United States, included an increase in the retirement age for new hires to 62, and raised employee 

contributions to the retirement system to 10 from 9 percent―and moved the pension into a 401(k)-like 

system. Under the law, Puerto Rico would honor all existing accumulated defined benefits, but then 

would create a defined-contribution plan for the future. Commonwealth Solicitor General Margarita 

Mercado had argued before the court that the reform would extend the life of the pension system by half a 

century—the Puerto Rico teachers’ fund has an actuarial deficit of more than $10 billion and will run out 

of funds by 2020 without reform, according to forecasts. Puerto Rico teachers’ fund has an actuarial 

deficit of more than $10 billion and will run out of funds by 2020 without reform, according to forecasts. 

The fund currently has 37,996 retired beneficiaries. (Please see Little Legalities, Contractual Rights, 

below for the case.)  

 

Quotes of the Week 
“Washington is AWOL, totally AWOL,…And the state capitals have, as we know in Illinois, huge 

budgetary problems, and we are cast on our own at a moment in time to try to boost our economies.” ~ 

Windy City Mayor Rahm Emanuel.  

“I should have understood the need and not been so concerned just about the structure, because people were ready for change and 

they are thankful for it.” ~ Detroit Emergency Manager Kevyn Orr, on his “power-sharing agreement” with Detroit Mayor Mike 

Duggan and view that he should have appreciated the resilience of the Motor City. 
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 “Property values are back up faster than expected, but the pressure is still there…It’s hard to be a city in 

Michigan because state policy is very negative toward cities in general.”  ~ Eric Scorsone, an economist 

at Michigan State University in East Lansing who specializes in municipal finance.   

“The decision here is most likely all or nothing: One side is going to win and the other side is 
going to lose — and that’s going to be very happy on one side and very tough on the other 
side.” ~ U.S. Bankruptcy Judge Steven Rhodes.  

 

“State and local finances are very important to the stability of our economy. I think that the complete 

elimination of the state and local deduction would be something that would be a real challenge for many 

jurisdictions.” ~ U.S. Treasury Secretary Jacob Lew, testifying before Congress on the proposed tax 

reform plan recently released by Ways and Means Chairman Dave Camp (R-Mi.). 

Ethics & Public Trust 

Winking at Public Trust. Robert Weschler of City Ethics, this week asks if local government ethics 

enforcement is appropriate for local legislators—noting it is an issue currently in both Sarasota County, 

Florida, and Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas—adding that here the query is coming from local 

elected officials who have been respondents in ethics enforcement proceedings. He notes that a 

Wyandotte County commissioner was censured twice by the ethics commission, which requested that he 

resign (which the commissioner refused to do), leading the commissioner, at a special session of the 

county commission, to “question the process and how complaints are investigated,” expressing the view 

that “the current setup is biased and influenced by local politics,” and indicating he and some of his 

colleagues want to explore the idea of eliminating the local ethics program and instead utilizing the state’s 

ethics commission—with one of his colleagues noting that ‘it is hard for people on an ethics commission 

to judge those in their community, whom they may personally know.’ As Mr. Wechsler wrote, however: 

“But this is what juries do every day. If EC members are chosen not by politicians, but by community 

organizations, they will rarely have a personal relationship with government officials. They will also not 

be considered ‘influenced by local politics.’” Currently, commission members there are selected by three 

officials, the administrative judge of the county district court, the district attorney of the county, and the 

legislative auditor of the county—which, Mr. Weschler writes, “is not optimal, because they are all 

officials, even if, with the exception of the district attorney, not politically-oriented officials. But it should 

provide sufficient independence, if they take into account the importance of selecting individuals who are 

not politically active.” Nevertheless, the same commissioner continued, “I think some people would say 

it’s rather Wyandotte County-like to take the position that we should just take care of anything within our 

own borders and not ask anyone from the outside to look over our shoulders and see how we’re doing 

things.” In fact, of course, city and county leaders throughout the nation step up to the ethics plate—even 

if there is a state program, because, as Mr. Wechsler writes: “[They know how important it is to have 

training, advice, disclosure, and oversight available at a level that no state program can provide. They also 

know how ineffective state programs can be--Just having a local program sends a message from the 

leadership to the rest of the government organization that dealing responsibly with conflict situations is a 

high priority.”  

 

 

~ A former city official who became a symbol of municipal greed was sentenced Wednesday to 12 years 
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in prison―less than half the time it will take the nearly bankrupt Los Angeles suburb of Bell to dig itself 

out of the estimated $150 million in debt he left behind. 

~ The New York Moreland Commission, before it was unceremoniously squelched by New York 

Governor Cuomo, in its report released in December, warned that “corruption and the appearance of 

corruption thrive when actual and potential conflicts of interest are shrouded in darkness.” (The full 

Commission report can be found here: http://publiccorruption.moreland.ny.gov/sites/default/files/moreland_rep.) 

Little Legalities 

 
Telcom, Sales, eSales and Use Tax Decisions 

Hotel.com. The California court of appeal has ruled that online travel companies (OTCs) 

do not owe the local transient occupancy tax on mark-ups they charge for booking 

reservations of hotel rooms in San Diego. (The court previously ruled similarly in cases 

involving ordinances in Anaheim and Santa Monica.) Under the applicable ordinance, the 

operator of the hotel is responsible for collecting the tax and for paying any tax that it 

failed to collect. The city in this case had asserted that the OTCs were “operators” or were 

agents for operators. The court, however, found that the words of the ordinance revealed 

no intent to impose a tax on the service fees and markups charged by the OTCs. San Diego argued that its 

ordinance is materially different from Anaheim’s in that its definition of rent was tied to a specific 

document, the “guest receipt,” and the guest receipt, is provided to the transient by the OTC and includes 

the mark-up. The court, however, disagreed. The reference to “guest receipt” also contained language 

limiting the taxable rent to the amount charged for the occupancy of a room which includes utility and 

sewer hookups, equipment, (such as rollaway beds, cribs and television sets, and similar items), and in-

room services. This list of charges, said the court, could not be read to include service fees charged by 

OTCs. The city pointed out that the definition of “rent” also includes “all receipts, cash, credits, property, 

and services of any kind or nature without any deduction therefrom,” which it described as a “catch-all” 

list intended to include all charges. But in context, said the court, this simply meant that the consideration 

received might include money or something else—that is, it referred to forms of payment, not the nature 

of the things provided or the charges for those things. The city argued that the focus of the tax was on the 

amount paid by the transient and since that amount was paid to the OTC, this would be the only taxable 

transaction—not the amount paid by the OTC to the hotel. But the court found this argument emphasized 

the timing of the payment to the hotel operator. Nothing in the ordinance suggested that the operator’s 

collection of the rent it charged must be completed in one transaction, said the court. The OTC merely 

collected the rent on the hotel’s behalf. The city also argued that its ordinance was different than in the 

prior cases because it taxed the rent charged to a transient rather than the amount “charged by an 

operator,” as was done under the Anaheim ordinance. The court disagreed with the contention that the tax 

was imposed on the total amount charged to a transient, noting that the ordinance provided it was the 

amount charged by the operator to the transient for certain services that was at issue. The court further 

rejected the city’s claim that the OTCs acted as agents of the hotel operators. Even if they were, said the 

court, they would still only be liable for tax on the rent charged by the operator, not on their own fees or 

mark-ups. In Re Transient Occupancy Tax Cases, California Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, 

Division Two, B243800, 3/05/2014. 

 

Commercial Activity Tax. The Ohio board of tax appeals has ruled that it lacks the authority to opine on 

whether the state’s statutory nexus rules for imposing the commercial activity tax (CAT) are 

constitutional. The rules create a bright-line threshold defined by amount of gross receipts (exceeding 

http://publiccorruption.moreland.ny.gov/sites/default/files/moreland_rep.)
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$500,000). The taxpayer in this case, an out-of-state online retailer, argued that it had no physical 

presence in the state and thus the rules governing nexus for the CAT were unconstitutional under Quill. In 

addition, the board determined while the constitutional  challenges, both facial and as applied, can be 

brought before the board and evidence presented, the board lacks the authority to make findings or to 

weigh the evidence. Therefore, said the board: “The parties, through the presentation of evidence and 

testimony and the submission of briefs to this board, have set forth their respective positions regarding the 

constitutional validity of the commissioner’s application of the statutory provisions in question, as well as 

the constitutional validity of the statutes themselves, and we find such arguments may only be addressed 

on appeal by a court which has the authority to resolve constitutional challenges.” L.L. Bean, Inc. v. 

Levin, Ohio Board of Tax Appeals, No. _______, 3/6/3014. 

 

Federal Mobile Telecommunications Sourcing Act. The New York intermediate appellate court has 

summarily ruled that the lower court properly denied a motion to dismiss a case alleging that Sprint 

Nextel violated the state’s False Claims Act by knowingly making false statements material to an 

obligation to pay sales tax, concluding that the tax was not preempted by the Federal Mobile 

Telecommunications Sourcing Act (MTSA). The court also found that the retroactive effect of the 

provisions imposing penalties for false statements with respect to the tax was not barred by the Ex Post 

Facto Clause of the U.S. constitution. New York v. Sprint Nextel Corp., New York Supreme Court, 

Appellate Division1st Department, 11848; 103917/11, 2/27/2014. 

 

Laundering uniforms is not “processing.” The Missouri Supreme court has ruled that a 

laundry business was not entitled to exemptions from sales and use taxes, noting that in a 

prior case the Court had already “plumbed the sudsy depths of various sales and use tax 

exemptions and found no application to commercial laundry operations.” The court had 

previously held that a commercial laundry is not engaged in “manufacturing,” because 

laundering does not produce a new and different product. The attempts by the taxpayer here to distinguish 

that earlier opinion, according to the justices, were like “a blind man in a dark room looking for a black 

hat which isn’t there.” While the court here held that the taxpayer in this case brought its claim for 

exemption under a provision for “processing” rather than manufacturing, the justices held that the terms 

“processing” and “manufacturing” were used interchangeably throughout the prior case as well, and the 

court noted that this was because it had long held that “processing” and “manufacturing” have concentric, 

if not identical, meanings. Nor, they determined, was the “product” produced in this case any different 

than the “product” (that is, clean uniforms) produced in the prior case. The taxpayer apparently did not 

ask the court to overrule the prior case and, since it found no reason to distinguish that case, the court 

concluded that it must control. The court also rejected the taxpayer’s claims that chemicals used for 

treating wastewater constituted exempt “equipment” used for pollution abatement. This argument was 

contrary to prior rulings that equipment must have a degree of permanence to the business. Items 

consumed in one processing are not “fixed” and therefore cannot be considered “equipment.” Nor was it 

relevant that the equipment could not clean the wastewater without the chemicals. This fact was not 

enough to convert the chemicals themselves into equipment. AAA Laundry & Linen Supply Co. v. 

Director of Revenue, Supreme Court of Missouri, SC93331, 3/11/2014. 

 

Grocery store bakery departments are not engaged in “processing.” Noting that prior cases had come 

to essentially the same result, the Missouri Supreme court has ruled that electricity and natural gas sold to 

grocery stores to operate equipment such as ovens, retarders and proofers in the bakery departments was 

not exempt as a sale of energy used in “processing” products. “Processing” is defined as “any mode of 

treatment, act, or series of acts performed upon materials to transform or reduce them to a different state 

or thing.” The taxpayer argued that food preparation constituted “processing” because the bakery 

departments transformed raw frozen dough into edible baked goods by using energy and equipment to 

defrost the dough, allow it to rise, and bake it. As in the prior cases, however, the court noted that the 

“processing” appeared in the statute within a list of words, and so applied the rule of statutory 
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construction known as noscitur a sociis, or a word is known by the company it keeps. Here, that 

“company” included “manufacturing,” “compounding,” “mining,” and “producing.” The industrial 

connotations of those terms indicated the legislature did not intend “processing” to include food 

preparation for retail consumption. Recognizing that nearly identical arguments had already been rejected 

in prior cases, the taxpayer argued that it was entitled to rely on an example in a regulation that bakeries 

would qualify for the exemption, since the regulation had not been at issue in those prior cases and so had 

not been invalidated. The court found this would turn the rules of statutory construction on their head. If a 

regulation is inconsistent with the statute, said the court, it is the statute, not the regulation, that must be 

applied. In any case, the court also noted that the use of the word “bakery” in the regulation was not 

necessarily intended to apply to a retail bakery department of a grocery store that uses equipment to do 

the final preparation and cooking of the baked goods it sells. Union Electric Co. v. Director of Revenue, 

Supreme Court of Missouri, SC93083, 3/11/2014. 

 

Bad debts. The Colorado court of appeals has ruled that the financing arm of an automotive manufacturer 

was not entitled to a credit for bad debts resulting from customers who defaulted on contracts to purchase 

vehicles from the manufacturer’s dealers. The dealers had assigned their rights under the contracts to the 

financing company, which paid the dealers the entire amount due on the contracts, including the sales 

taxes. The dealers remitted the sales taxes to the revenue department. The financing company argued that 

it acted as a “unit” or in a “group” with the dealers in the sale and financing of the vehicles. When 

customers defaulted, the financing company repossessed the vehicles and resold them—but often unpaid 

balances remained. The court noted that the statutes contained conflicting provisions. One general 

provision allowed a credit for bad debts without any conditions on the type of business. A second more 

specific provision provided credits in the case of sales of motor vehicles and limited the entity that might 

claim the credit. The more specific provision controlled, the court concluded. Under that specific statutory 

section the financing company here could not be acting with the dealers as a unit since the provision 

limited such groups to sellers and their wholly owned financing subsidiaries. The legislature would not 

have taken pains to distinguish between seller-financers who may receive a tax credit and mere financers, 

said the court, if financers could simply ignore this specific provision and rely instead on the more general 

one. The court also rejected the argument that the dealers could assign rights to credits to the financing 

company. The dealers, like the financing company, were bound by the more specific statutory provision. 

Again, said the court, by prescribing specific rules for automotive dealer sales the legislature intended the 

general rule not to apply. Since the dealers did not fit the description of a seller-financier under that 

section, they also had no right to claim credits for bad debts. Since the dealers had no rights to assign, 

there was no argument that they could assign their rights to the financing company. Daimler Chrysler 

Financial Services Americas, LLC v. Colorado Department of Revenue, Colorado Court of Appeals, 

Division V, 12CA2559, 3/13/2014. 

 

Exemption for any equipment used in manufacturing. The Cornhusker Supreme court has ruled in a 

case of a manufacturing equipment exemption claimed by a taxpayer for a motor grader used in the 

taxpayer’s limestone mining and manufacturing business. The taxpayer used the motor grader in its 

business to maintain the haul roads into and outside of the mine and to maintain inventory stockpile areas. 

The revenue department had provided in a ruling that if a piece of equipment was used for a purpose other 

than manufacturing, the use for manufacturing must be greater than 50% of total use to qualify for the 

exemption. The taxpayer challenged this ruling, claiming that it was contrary to the legislature’s intent to 

provide a broad exemption, and that, in any case, all of the uses of the motor grader were related to 

transporting, conveying, or storing raw materials in manufacturing, which would qualify as 

manufacturing use. The court found that the department’s rule, that equipment would be exempted only if 

its use in manufacturing constituted more than 50% of the total use, was contrary to the plain language of 

the statute. The plain meaning of the statutory phrase “any machinery or equipment purchased, leased, or 

rented…for use in manufacturing” is that any amount of use in manufacturing brings equipment within 

the statutory definition, said the court. If the legislature wanted to include temporal qualifications on the 



10 
 

exemption it could have done so since such qualifications could be found in other tax exemptions. In this 

case, because the equipment was deemed to be used for purposes (road maintenance) that would not be 

“manufacturing” and because the revenue department imposed a greater than-50%-use rule, the 

exemption had been denied by the commissioner without explicitly addressing whether the use to 

maintain inventory stockpiles would qualify as manufacturing. In reviewing the case, the district court 

had remanded the case to the commissioner to make findings. The justices found that this was error given 

that the district court was required to make independent factual determinations based upon the record and 

review legal issues de novo. Based on the record, the justices thus concluded that the issue of whether 

maintaining stockpiles was “manufacturing” had been implicitly ruled on by the commissioner and that 

issue and the commissioner’s legal conclusion had therefore been directly before the district court on 

review. Therefore, the court determined that it could also rule on the issue and concluded that maintaining 

inventory stockpile areas qualified the motor grader for the manufacturing equipment exemption. The 

limestone was sold in bulk in different sizes. The sizes had to be maintained in separate piles. Evidence in 

the record showed that using the motor grader to keep rocks in piles served to separate them and prevent 

loss—which maintained the integrity of the product produced by the taxpayer—a purpose that was 

included in the scope of the exemption. Kerford Limestone Co. v. Nebraska Department of Revenue, 

Supreme Court of Nebraska, S-13-035, 3/14/2014.  

 

Failure to appear or make written submission forfeits further review. The Mississippi Supreme court 

has ruled that a taxpayer who failed to appear at the board of review hearing on his tax appeal had no 

right to further review of the issue. The taxpayer told the revenue department he was represented by a 

CPA. When the hearing was scheduled, the department notified the CPA. Later, however, the department 

contacted the CPA and was told that he no longer represented the taxpayer. The department then called 

the taxpayer and informed him of the hearing. The taxpayer contended that on this call he asked for the 

hearing to be postponed and the department’s representative denied that request. The taxpayer did not 

attend the hearing or submit a written statement of his position. Under state statutes, the taxpayer’s appeal 

was therefore treated as involuntarily withdrawn, meaning the action appealed became final and the 

taxpayer was not entitled to further review of that action. The court found that this statutory rule was 

unambiguous and clearly applied here. The taxpayer also claimed that the department’s denial of his 

verbal request to postpone the hearing was arbitrary and capricious and therefore violated his due-process 

rights. The court, however, concluded that the taxpayer never requested a continuance. His alleged 

conversation with the department official did not constitute such a request given that he did not initiate 

the call. Also, even if he was unable to attend the hearing, he could have made a request to submit his 

position in writing, but failed to do so. Virk v. Department of Revenue, Mississippi Supreme Court, No. 

2013-CA-00073-SCT, 3/6/2014. 

 

Domicile & the Commerce Clause. A New York court has ruled in favor of the state in a case where 

taxpayers who were statutory residents in New York challenged the denial of a credit for taxes paid to 

Connecticut, their state of domicile, on the income realized from the exercise of stock options and 

deferred compensation. The tax division denied the credits taken on the grounds that the income was not 

derived from Connecticut. The taxpayers contended that taxation of the income by New York would fail 

the internal consistency test formulated by the Supreme Court in Container Corp.—that is, that if New 

York’s formula were applied in every jurisdiction, it would result in multiple taxation. There was no 

dispute that the taxpayers were statutory residents in New York—having owned a vacation home the state 

and spent more than 183 days in the state during the years at issue. The taxpayers contended that the 

income at issue was not earned in New York and “constituted income earned in interstate commerce.” 

The taxpayers also argued that the state’s method of taxing income burdened interstate commerce by 

favoring individuals who lived and work exclusively in New York over individuals who are statutory 

residents of New York and who earn income in other states. New York allows a credit for taxes paid to 

another state “upon income both derived therefrom and subject to tax” in New York. Income derived 

from sources within another state is construed to include income from a business, trade or profession 
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carried on in the other jurisdiction. Also, under the state rules, “the resident credit is not allowed for tax 

imposed by another jurisdiction upon income from intangibles, except where such income is from 

property employed in a business, trade or profession carried on in the other jurisdiction.” The court 

therefore concluded that the taxpayers were not entitled to a credit against the tax paid to Connecticut 

since the income from the exercise of the stock options and deferred compensation was not derived from 

sources within Connecticut. The court also noted that the state’s high court had previously ruled that the 

failure to allow credit for tax paid to another state in such circumstances did not violate the Commerce 

Clause, since the tax “does not operate to the disadvantage of any identifiable interstate market, but rather 

simply taxes residents based on their status as residents.” The court had also recognized that taxes 

imposed on statutory residents as well as taxes imposed on domiciliaries are permissible, even when the 

result is double taxation. Noto v. New York State Department of Taxation and Finance, New York 

Supreme Court, Suffolk County, 2014 NY Slip Op 30578, 3/3/2014.  

Contractual Rights 

 Pensions. The Puerto Rico Supreme Court has rejected a recently enacted overhaul of teachers’ pensions 

In a 5-3 decision, the justices held that the Commonwealth’s reform plan “substantially diminished” the 

“contractual rights of the petitioners in terms of their retirement plan,” albeit the majority determined the 

new law could apply to new teachers entering the system after the law was enacted last December. The 

court also upheld the elimination of additional benefits originally granted to teachers through special laws 

that had become part of their pension package, such as Christmas bonuses, and contributions for 

medicines and health plans. The fund currently has 37,996 retired beneficiaries. The majority found that 

significant portions of the Commonwealth’s pension reform law were unconstitutional, writing that the 

reform plan, Ley 160, substantially diminished the contractual rights of the petitioners in terms of their 

retirement plan. Association de Maestros de Puerto Rico, et ls. V. Sistema de Retiro para Maestros de 

Puerto Rico, Tribunal Supremo de Puerto Rico, CT-2014-2, April 11, 2014.:

 

Property Tax Decisions 

Mandamus remedy possible unless commissioner can be joined in county level administrative 

proceeding. The Georgia Supreme court has ruled for the second time in a case involving a business 

seeking to be recognized as a “public utility” for property tax purposes. The court previously ruled that 

the suit, seeking a writ of mandamus against the revenue department commissioner, should not have been 

dismissed on the grounds of sovereign immunity. The lower court then granted summary judgment to the 

commissioner on the mandamus claim on the grounds that the business had an adequate alternative 

remedy in the form of administrative tax appeal, which the business was pursuing. The Justices found that 

the lower court’s analysis was incomplete. To preclude mandamus, an alternative legal remedy must be 

“equally convenient, complete and beneficial.” Here, the administrative appeal was at the county level 

and the commissioner was not a party in that action. Therefore, even an appellate court ruling in the 

matter would not bind the commissioner. The court rejected the commissioner’s claim that he would be 

bound under the doctrine of stare decisis and, if he refused to enforce a ruling favorable to the taxpayer, 

the taxpayer could then bring a suit seeking mandamus. This, said the court, was hardly an “equally 

convenient, complete and beneficial” remedy. Plus, it presumed that the county board would, in fact, rule 

on the issue and that the issue would not simply be settled without a hearing. It also presumed that the 
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commissioner would not challenge application of the ruling on some other grounds, thus necessitating an 

additional proceeding. That said, it was not clear whether the commissioner could be made a party to the 

administrative appeal, the court noted. Perhaps the rules would allow joinder of the commissioner in the 

county proceedings and perhaps the business should have done so and is now precluded, or might be 

excused for not having done so if some action by the commissioner prevented it. These questions, said the 

court, might be complicated and might depend on the litigation strategy of the parties. For example, if the 

commissioner were deemed a necessary party in the county proceedings, he might object to joinder based 

on venue, meaning the business would not have an adequate remedy. Therefore, the court remanded the 

case for further consideration of these issues. One justice dissented noting that the lack of certainty 

regarding any relief the business might be able to obtain in the county tax appeal proceedings, regardless 

of whether the commissioner could be joined as a party, meant that the remedy would never be sufficient, 

regardless of the result of any further analysis of the question of whether the commissioner could be 

joined. Southern LNG, Inc. v. MacGinnitie, Supreme Court of Georgia, S13A1486, 3/3/2014. 

 

Religious use property. The New York intermediate appellate court has ruled that tax exempt status was 

improperly withdrawn for property owned by the Catholic Church, once used for regular services within 

particular parishes, but now being used only for occasional services and otherwise being held for sale. In 

2009, the Diocese announced plans to permanently close certain churches, including those at issue here. 

Thereafter, canonical decrees were issued to incorporate the parishes containing the property into other 

parishes. The court noted that although the burden of proof in tax exemption matters ordinarily lies with 

the party seeking an exemption, a municipality seeking to withdraw an existing exemption bears the 

burden of proving that the property has become subject to taxation. Evidence showed that while the 

properties were held for sale, they continued to be used for religious purposes, and that monthly morning 

prayers were conducted on one of the properties and periodic prayer services that included scripture 

readings and communion services were conducted on the other. The court concluded that: “Contrary to 

respondents’ contention that such occasional or periodic use cannot be deemed to be primary, ‘it is the 

actual or physical use of the property” that determines whether it is exempt from real property taxation.” 

In the Matter of St. William’s Church of Troy, N.Y., v. Dimitriadis, New York Supreme Court, Appellate 

Division, Third Department, 516532, 3/6/2014. 
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Land Use & Zoning. The issue before the Washington Supreme Court in this case centered on whether 

the “vested rights doctrine” applied to permit applications filed under plans and regulations that were later 

found to be noncompliant with the State Environmental Policy Act. Eight years ago, BSRE Point Wells 

LP asked Snohomish County to amend its comprehensive plan and zoning regulations to allow for a 

mixed use/urban center designation and redevelopment of the Point Wells site. BSRE wanted to 

redevelop the property by adding over 3,000 housing units and over 100,000 square feet of commercial 

and retail space. The petitioners here, the Town of Woodway and Save Richmond Beach Inc., opposed 

the project, arguing that the area lacked the infrastructure needed to support an urban center, namely 

sufficient roads and public transit. Similarly, they noted these nearby communities did not want to “bear 

the burden of providing urban services to the site.” Upon review, the Husky Supreme Court concluded the 

vested rights doctrine did apply to the permit applications filed in this case: local land use plans and 

development regulations enacted under the Growth Management Act (GMA), chapter 36.70A RCW, are 

presumed valid upon adoption. Should a valid plan or regulation later be found to violate SEPA, the 

exclusive remedies provided by the GMA affect only future applications for development-not 

development rights that have already vested. In this case, BSRE Point Wells LP (BSRE) submitted 

complete applications for development permits before the local land use ordinances were found to be 

noncompliant with SEPA. BSRE’s rights vested when it submitted its applications. A later finding of 

noncompliance did not affect BSRE’s already vested rights. Town of Woodway v. Snohomish County, 

Washington Supreme Court, #88405-6, April 10, 2014. 

Land Use. Ada County Highway District (ACHD) appealed the district court’s grant of summary 

judgment to Terrie Rowley. This case arose from a dispute involving the ownership of a ten-foot-wide 

walkway in a Boise subdivision and arose after Ms. Rowley sought an injunction to remove a shed her 

neighbor placed on that walkway. The district court held that: (1) the subdivision plats showed the 

original developers clearly and unequivocally dedicated the walkway to the public; and (2) ACHD owned 

the walkway. ACHD appealed, arguing no evidence in the record showed the original developers clearly 

and unequivocally intended a public dedication and no statutory provision authorized ACHD to own the 

walkway. Ms. Rowley contended that the original developers clearly intended a public dedication as the 

walkway was a public street’s corridor extension. Upon review of the facts in record, the Supreme Court 

agreed with ACHD’s argument, finding that the district court erred in holding the subdivision’s original 

owners demonstrated clear and unequivocal intent to dedicate the walkway to the public. The Court 

vacated the district court’s judgment and remanded the case for entry of judgment in favor of ACHD. 

Rowley v. ACHD, Idaho Supreme Court, #40672, April 8, 2014. 

Zoning. Plaintiff property owner sent a letter to a zoning enforcement officer for the Town of Darien, 

asserting that permits obtained by her adjoining neighbor had been illegally issued. Plaintiff received no 

response to that letter. Plaintiff filed an application to appeal. The town zoning board of appeals dismissed 

Plaintiff’s application for lack of a timely appeal and lack of a “decision” from which an appeal could lie. 

The trial court dismissed Plaintiff’s appeal from the decision of the board, concluding that substantial 

evidence supported the board’s determination that the town zoning enforcement officer did not make a 

decision that could be appealed. Plaintiff appealed, contending that the zoning enforcement officer 

rendered a decision that could be appealed either because (1) he actually made a determination regarding 

the merit of the violations alleged in her letter that he declined to communicate, or (2) because town 

zoning regulations obligated him to respond to or act upon the illegality alleged in Plaintiff's letter. The 

Supreme Court affirmed, holding that the zoning enforcement officer’s action or inaction with respect to 

Plaintiff’s letter did not give rise to an independent “decision” from which an appeal to the board would 

lie. Reardon v. Zoning Board of Appeals, Connecticut Supreme Court, SC19069, April 8, 2014. 

 

 

 

http://law.justia.com/cases/washington/supreme-court/2014/88405-6-0.html?utm_source=Justia+Law&utm_campaign=aa04531d00-summary_newsletters_practice&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_92aabbfa32-aa04531d00-406006657
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Grants 
CFDA Opportunity Title Federal Agency Opportunity 

Number 
Eligibility Due Date Match? 

10.311 Beginning Farmer and 
Rancher Development 
Program 

Department of 
Agriculture-
National Institute 
of Food and 
Agriculture 

USDA-NIFA-BFR-
004518 

Collaborative state, 
tribal, local, or 
regionally-based 
network or 
partnership 

6/12/2014 X 

10.912 Conservation Innovation 
Grant 

Nebraska State 
Office 

USDA-NRCS-NE-14-
01 

State and local 
governments, 
Institutions of 
Higher Education 
(IHEs) 

5/16/2014 X 

10.912 State Conservation 
Innovation Grant 2014 

California State 
Office 

USDA-NRCS-VT-14-
0001 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/9/2014 X 

11.431 Institutional Research 
Forums on Atmospheric, 
Climate, and Ocean 
Sciences 

Department of 
Commerce 

NOAA-OAR-OHQ-
2014-2004054 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/12/2014   

12.800 Research of Technologies 
Advancing Corrosion 
Prevention and Control 

Department of 
Defense-Air 
Force Academy 

USAFA-BAA-2009-1-
CALL-0015 

Unrestricted 5/9/2014   

15.225 BLM-NM Northern New 
Mexico Youth Corps - 
Partners for Public Lands 

Department of the 
Interior-Bureau of 
Land 
Management 

L14AS00050 Unrestricted 5/8/2014 X 

15.506 Desalination and Water 
Purification Research and 
Development Program 
(DWPR) 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14AS00036 Unrestricted 5/14/2014   

15.509 Operation and 
Maintenance of Horsethief 
Canyon State Wildlife 
Area 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14SS00004 State governments 4/24/2014  

15.511 Grand Canyon Adaptive 
Management Program 
Tribal Participation 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14SS00002 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/23/2014   

15.511 Grand Canyon Adaptive 
Management Program 
Tribal Participation 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14SS00003 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/23/2014  

15.546 Youth Initiative Projects at 
Canyon Ferry, Tiber, 
Fresno, Nelson, Clark 
Canyon, Keyhold, and 
Belle Fourche 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14AS00039 State and local 
governments 

4/18/2014 X 

15.557 WaterSMART Desert 
Landscape Conservation 
Cooperative 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14AS00031 Unrestricted 5/13/2014 X 

15.557 WaterSMART Applied 
Science Grants for the 
Southern Rockies 
Landscape Conservation 
Cooperative 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14AS00032 Unrestricted 5/13/2014 X 

15.608 Fish and Wildlife 
Management Assistance 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00141 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/8/2014  

15.615 USFWS-Gila River Basin 
Native Fishes 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00143 State governments     

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253750
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253750
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253778
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253778
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253717
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253717
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253635
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253635
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253515
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253515
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253677
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253769
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253716
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253714
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253715
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253508
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253780
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253781
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253511
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253569
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Conservation Program 

15.623 NAWCA Mexican 
Standard Grants 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00142 Unrestricted 6/2/2014 X 

15.677 Hurricane Sandy Disaster 
Relief - Coastal and 
Shoreline Monitoring at 
USFWS NE Reg. Coastal 
Refuges:  Reporting on 
Storm Impacts and 
Implementation of 
Updated Procedures 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00146 Unrestricted 5/8/2014   

15.677 Hurricane Sandy Disaster 
Relief - Restore tidal 
marsh at Nanticoke River 
and Pocomoke Sound, 
MD 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00149 Unrestricted 5/9/2014  

15.677 Hurricane Sandy Disaster 
Relief - Restore Round Hill 
Salt Marsh, Dartmouth MA 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00152 Unrestricted 5/30/2014   

15.916 Training, Technical 
Assistance & Research in 
Accessibility for Citizens 
with Disabilities in Parks, 
Recreation & Tourism 

National Park 
Service 

P14AS00066 IHEs 4/23/2014  

15.945 Assess density and 
population size of sika 
deer 

National Park 
Service 

P14AS00070 IHEs 4/18/2014   

15.945 Collection of Oral Histories 
of Drakesbad Guest 
Ranch Stakeholders 

National Park 
Service 

P14AS00069 Participating 
partners of the 
Californian, Great 
Basin, or the Pacific 
Northwest 
Cooperative 
Ecosystem Studies 
Units (CESU) 

5/2/2014  

15.931+ Youth opportunities at 
Pacific NW national parks 

National Park 
Service 

NPS-14NOCA-00001 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/28/2014 X 

15.945 Submerged Marine 
Habitat Mapping 

National Park 
Service 

P14AS00064 IHEs 4/17/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Solving Cold 
Cases With DNA 

Department of 
Justice-National 
Institute of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3757 Unrestricted 5/27/2014  

16.560 Social Science Research 
on Implementation, 
Dissemination, and 
Translation FY 2014 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3759 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

6/9/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Tribal Program 
Postdoctoral Research 
Associate Fellowship 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3760 Unrestricted 6/10/2014  

16.746 BJA FY 14 National 
Training and Technical 
Assistance: Capital Case 
Litigation 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3873 IHEs 5/27/2014   

16.751 BJA FY 14 Smart Pretrial 
Demonstration Initiative 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3874 Local governments 5/27/2014  

16.751 BJA FY 14 National 
Initiatives: Reaching 
Criminal Justice 
Policymakers 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3886 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

6/2/2014   

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253512
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253551
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253634
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253688
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253616
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253774
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253773
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253789
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253514
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253768
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253642
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253775
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253608
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253617
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253749
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16.585+ BJA FY 14 Joint Adult 
Drug Court Solicitation to 
Enhance Services, 
Coordination, and 
Treatment 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3842 State and local 
governments 

5/28/2014 X 

16.738+ BJA FY 14 Justice 
Information Sharing 
Training and Technical 
Assistance (JIS TTA) 
Program 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3879 State and local 
governments 

5/29/2014  

16.812 BJA FY 14 Second 
Chance Act Two-Phase 
Adult Reentry 
Demonstration Program: 
Planning and 
Implementation 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3860 State and local 
governments 

6/2/2014   

19.014 FY 2014 YALI Connect 
Camps Program in sub-
Saharan Africa 

Department of 
State-Bureau Of 
Educational and 
Cultural Affairs 

ECA-ECAA-14-003 IHEs 5/30/2014 X 

19.017 Global Innovation through 
Science and Technology 
(GIST) Network 
Partnership Support 
Services 

Ocean and 
International 
Environmental 
Scientific  

OES-OTI-14-002 IHEs 5/7/2014   

19.415 FY 2014 The 
U.S./Pakistan Professional 
Partnership Program for 
Journalists in Urdu 

Bureau Of 
Educational and 
Cultural Affairs 

ECA-ECAPEC-14-
051 

IHEs 5/14/2014 X 

19.700 Job Creations for At Risk 
Neighborhoods 

U.S. Mission to 
Belize 

BH200-14-GR-200-
WHA-040714 

IHEs 5/11/2014 X 

19.522 Global innovation 
programs to help the 
humanitarian community 
better prevent and 
respond to gender-based 
violence (GBV) in the 
protracted phase of 
refugee and conflict-
related displacement. 

Bureau of 
Population 

PRM-PRMOAPGL-
14-003 

IHEs 5/12/2014   

20.240 Fuel Tax Evasion 
Intergovernmental Grants 

Department of 
Transportation-
Federal Highway 
Administration  

FHWA-FTE-2014-01 State governments 6/6/2014   

43.001 ROSES 2014: 
Heliophysics Supporting 
Research 

NASA-
Headquarters 

NNH14ZDA001N-
HSR 

IHEs 5/15/2014  

43.001 ROSES 2014: ICESat 2 
Science Definition Team 

NASA 
Headquarters 

NNH14ZDA001N-
ICESAT2  

IHEs 6/2/2014   

43.009 NASA OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF TECHNOLOGIST 
NASA INNOVATIVE 
ADVANCED CONCEPTS: 
PHASE II STUDIES NASA 
RESEARCH 
ANNOUNCEMENT - 2014 

NASA 
Headquarters 

NNH14ZOA001L-
14NIAC-A2 

Organizations that 
have completed a 
successful NIAC 
Phase I study 

6/3/2014  

43.009 Game Changing 
Opportunities In 
Technology Development 

NASA 
Headquarters 

NNH14ZOA001N-
14GCD 

Unrestricted 5/27/2014   

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253492
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253713
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253632
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253670
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253808
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253669
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253669
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253469
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253469
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253793
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253793
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253496
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253548
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253548
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253550
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253550
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=253748
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45.162 Humanities Initiatives National 
Endowment for 
the Humanities 

20140626-AB Minority-serving 
IHEs 

6/26/2014   

47.050 EarthScope National Science 
Foundation 

14-552 Unrestricted 8/25/2014  

47.050 EarthScope National 
Office 

National Science 
Foundation 

14-553 IHEs 9/26/2014   

47.050 GeoPRISMS Program National Science 
Foundation 

14-556 Unrestricted 8/1/2014  

47.070 International Research 
Network Connections 

National Science 
Foundation 

14-554 IHEs 7/7/2014  

47.076 Advancing Informal STEM 
Learning 

National Science 
Foundation 

14-555 Unrestricted 7/10/2014   

81.087 Water Power 
Manufacturing 

Department of 
Energy-Golden 
Field Office 

DE-FOA-0001006 Unrestricted 6/24/2014 X 

81.135 Methane Observation 
Networks with Innovative 
Technology (MOVE) 

Headquarters DE-FOA-0001119 Unrestricted 5/30/2014 X 

81.087 MARINE AND 
HYDROKINETIC 
RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT 
UNIVERSITY 
CONSORTIUM 

Golden Field 
Office 

DE-FOA-0001098 IHEs 5/30/2014 X 

81.087 Notice of Intent to Issue 
Funding Opportunity 
Announcement Biological 
and Chemical Upgrading 
for Advanced Biofuels and 
Products (No. DE-FOA-
0001085) 

Golden Field 
Office 

DE-FOA-0001104 Unrestricted   

81.089 Advanced Turbine 
Components for 
Combined Cycle and 
Supercritical CO2 Based 
Power Cycle Applications 

National Energy 
Technology 
Laboratory 

DE-FOA-0001107 Unrestricted 5/22/2014 X 

84.031 Office of Postsecondary 
Education (OPE): 
Developing Hispanic-
Serving Institutions (HIS) 
Program  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
040914-002 

IHEs 5/9/2014  

84.305 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Education 
Research  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-001 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014   

84.305 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Research 
Training Programs in the 
Education Sciences  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-002 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014  

84.305 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Education 
Research and 
Development Center 
Program  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-003 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014   

84.305 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Statistical 
and Research 
Methodology in Education 

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-004 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014  

84.305 Institute of Education Department of ED-GRANTS- State and local 8/7/2014   
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Sciences (IES): 
Partnerships and 
Collaborations 
Focused  on Problems of 
Practice or Policy  

Education 041014-005 governments, IHEs 

84.324 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Special 
Education Research  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-006 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014  

84.324 Institute of Education 
Sciences (IES): Special 
Education Research 
Training  

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-
041014-007 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

8/7/2014   

93.048 National Resource Center 
on Nutrition and Aging 

Department of 
Health and 
Human Services-
Administration for 
Community Living 

HHS-2014-ACL-
AOA-NU-0075 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/28/2014 X 

93.072 Building Long-Term 
Sustainability in State 
Lifespan Respite 
Programs 

Administration for 
Community Living 

HHS-2014-ACL-
AOA-LI-0078 

State governments 6/5/2014 X 

93.072 2014 Lifespan Respite 
Care Program: Grants to 
New States 

Administration for 
Community Living 

HHS-2014-ACL-
AOA-LR-0077 

State governments 6/5/2014 X 

93.087 Regional Partnership 
Grants to Increase the 
Well-Being of, and to 
Improve the Permanency 
Outcomes for, Children 
Affected by Substance 
Abuse 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CU-0809 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

6/10/2014 X 

93.097 Strengthening the Nation's 
Public Health System 
through a National 
Voluntary Accreditation 
Program for State, Tribal, 
Local and Territorial 
Health Departments 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-OT13-
130102CONT14  

Continuation of 
funds for grantee 
previously awarded 
under CDC-RFA-
OT13-
130102CONT14 

5/12/2014  

93.118 Enhancing HIV 
Mobilization among 
Organizations Serving 
Gay, Bisexual and other 
Men Who Have Sex with 
Men   

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-PS12-
121101SUPP14 

Continuation of the 
existing FOA PS12-
1211 currently 
funded by CDC 

6/10/2014   

93.136 Collecting Violent Death 
Information Using the 
National Violent Death 
Reporting System 
(NVDRS) 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-CE14-
1402 

Local governments 6/23/2014  

93.242 Brain Somatic Mosaicism 
and its Role in Psychiatric 
Disorders (U01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-173 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

2/24/2017   

93.242 Brain Somatic Mosaicism 
and its Role in Psychiatric 
Disorders (Collaborative 
U01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-174 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

2/24/2017  

93.242 Dimensional Approaches 
to Research Classification 
in Psychiatric Disorders 
(R01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

RFA-MH-15-500 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

10/3/2014   
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93.243 "Now is the Time" Healthy 
Transitions (HT): 
Improving Life Trajectories 
for Youth and Young 
Adults with, or at Risk for, 
Serious Mental Health 
Conditions 

Substance Abuse 
& Mental Health 
Services Adminis. 

SM-14-017 State governments 6/13/2014  

93.262 Center of Excellence to 
Promote a Healthier 
Workforce (U19) 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

RFA-OH-14-003 Oregon Health 
Sciences 
University  Center 
of Excellence to 
Promote a Healthier 
Workforce (Oregon 
Healthy Worklife 
Center (OHWC)) 

5/23/2014   

93.551 National Abandoned 
Infants Resource Center 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CB-0806 

Unrestricted 6/9/2014  

93.576 Refugee Health Promotion Administration for 
Children and 
Families - ORR 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ORR-RX-0787 

State governments 5/27/2014   

93.590 National Center for 
Community-Based Child 
Abuse Prevention 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CZ-0799 

Unrestricted 6/9/2014  

93.652 National Adoption 
Competency Mental 
Health Training Initiative 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CO-0798 

Unrestricted 6/9/2014   

93.670 Fellowships for University-
Based Doctoral 
Candidates and Faculty 
for Research in Child 
Maltreatment 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CA-0803 

IHEs 6/9/2014  

93.670 Grants in Child 
Maltreatment Research 
Using Innovative 
Approaches 

Administration for 
Children and 
Families - 
ACYF/CB 

HHS-2014-ACF-
ACYF-CA-0810 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

6/9/2014   

93.735 PPHF 2014:  Tobacco Use 
Prevention; Public Health 
Approaches for Ensuring 
Quitline Capacity; financed 
solely by 2014 Prevention 
and Public Health Funds 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-DP14-
1410PPHF14 

State health 
departments 

5/12/2014  

93.977 Connecting Latino and 
African American Males to 
Sexual Health Services: 
An Adaptation of Project 
Connect 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-PS12-
121203CONT14  

Continuation of 
funds for grantees 
previously awarded 
under PS12-1212 

5/9/2014   
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