State Certification of Expenditures

Supporting Statement and Justification
for a
Paperwork Reduction Act Submission

In support of the attached OMB 83- I
Justification:

1. Why is this information collection necessary? Certification by States of all expenditures under
the Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Grant Programs is required under the Wildlife and Sport
Fish Restoration Programs Improvement Act of 2000 (Pub. L. 106-408).

2. How, by whom, and for what purpose is this form used? State fish and wildlife agencies use
this form to certify to the Service that they have properly expended funds granted to them under
the Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs. The Service then forwards the signed forms to
Congress by December 31 each year.

3. To what extent is this information collection automated? Currently none. Once electronic
granting is implemented in FY 2003, and electronic signature authority become available to our
State partners, we will be able to automate the process entirely.

4. Is this effort duplicated elsewhere? No.
5. Does this information collection impact small businesses or other small entities? No.

6. What are the consequences if this information collection is not conducted? Are there any
technical or legal obstacles to reducing the burden? 1f this information is not collected it would
be impossible for the States to certify in writing that their expenditure of these grant funds was
proper and it would be impossible for the Secretary to provide written documentation to
Congress. Written certification is a requirement of the Act. There are no legal barriers to
automation.

7. Are there any circumstances that would require respondents:

1o report information more frequently than quarterly? No.
1o respond sooner than 30 days after receipt of the form? No.
to submit more than an original and two copies of the form? No.
to retain grants-in-aid records for more than three years? No.
...in a statistical survey... This is not a statistical survey.
...use of a statistical data classification... This is not a statistical survey.
...includes a pledge of confidentiality... No.

...requires submission of trade secrets or confidential information... No.



8. What efforts were made to gather public input on this information collection? The Service
published a Notice and Request for Comments in the Federal Register for 60 days, no comments
were received. The Service involved all Regional Offices in the design of the form.

9. Are payments or gifts offered to respondents? No payments or gifts are offered.

10. Is any pledge of confidentiality made to respondents? No pledge or promise of confidentiality
of any kind is made to respondents.

11. Are any questions of a sensitive nature asked of respondents? No questions of a sensitive
nature are asked of any respondent.

12. What is the hour burden on respondents? There are 60 eligible entities that can participate in

this grant program. Each one must submit one certification a year. We estimate that the form
would take no more than Yz hour to complete.

Form Number of Annual Completion | Annual

Respondents | Response | Time for Burden
Each Form
State 60 60 Y, Hour 30 Hours
Certifica
tion of
Expendi
tures

13. Is there any cost burden to respondents other than the hourly burden addressed in item #12?
Postage and envelopes, which will be eliminated when electronic granting becomes available
through DOI agencies.

14. What are the costs to the Federal Agency involved in this information collection?

U.S.Fishand | Printing of Mailing Management | Data Entry File
Wildlife Forms of Maintenance
Service Information

Collection

Non-Electronic | $10. Annual | $100. Annual | $100. Annual | $10. Annual | $50. Annual
Collection
Cost

Electronic 0 0 Negligible 0 Negligible

Collection '

Cost (after
2002)




Management 1 hours each

of Information per 60

at $35. Per responses =

hour. $2100.00
annually

15. Explain any program changes or adjustments mentioned in item #13 or #14 of the 83-1.
#13 - New collection.
#14 - New annually recurring costs. These costs will be substantially reduced with
implementation of electronic granting and electronic signature authority.

16. No publication of this data other than the Secretary’s report to Congress is planned. The
form is simply a certification tool.

17. The Service is not seeking a waiver from the requirement to display the expiration date of the
OMB approval of the information collection.

18. There are no exceptions to any of the items listed on #19 of the 83-1.

B. No statistical methods are used.




