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States in which they are located, prior 
to EDA approval. 

(f) If EDA identifies any deficiencies, 
it will notify the organization in writ-
ing and provide the organization a rea-
sonable opportunity to remedy such de-
ficiencies. 

(g) If any part of a district is in the 
Appalachian region (as defined in sec-
tion 403 of the Appalachian Regional 
Development Act of 1965 (40 U.S.C. 
App.)) the district shall ensure that a 
copy of the district’s CEDS is provided 
to the Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion. 

[64 FR 5356, Feb. 3, 1999, as amended at 64 FR 
69874, Dec. 14, 1999; 65 FR 71024, Nov. 28, 2000] 

§ 303.3 Requirements for a strategy. 

A strategy must be the result of a 
continuing economic development 
planning process, developed with 
broad-based and diverse community 
participation, and contain the fol-
lowing: 

(a) An analysis of economic and com-
munity development problems and op-
portunities including incorporation of 
any relevant material or suggestions 
from other government sponsored or 
supported plans; 

(b) Background and history of the 
economic development situation of the 
area covered, with a discussion of the 
economy, including as appropriate, ge-
ography, population, labor force, re-
sources, infrastructure, transportation 
systems, and the environment; 

(c) A discussion of community par-
ticipation in the planning efforts; 

(d) A section setting forth goals and 
objectives for taking advantage of the 
opportunities of and solving the eco-
nomic development problems of the 
area serviced; 

(e) A plan of action, including sug-
gested projects to implement objec-
tives and goals set forth in the strat-
egy; and 

(f) Performance measures that will 
be used to evaluate whether and to 
what extent goals and objectives have 
been or are being met. 

[64 FR 5356, Feb. 3, 1999, as amended at 64 FR 
69874, Dec. 14, 1999] 

PART 304—GENERAL SELECTION 
PROCESS AND EVALUATION CRI-
TERIA 

Sec. 
304.1 Project proposal, application, selec-

tion and evaluation for programs under 
PWEDA. 

304.2 How EDA evaluates proposals and ap-
plications for projects funded under 
PWEDA. 

AUTHORITY: 42 U.S.C. 3211; Department of 
Commerce Organization Order 10–4. 

SOURCE: 64 FR 5357, Feb. 3, 1999, unless oth-
erwise noted. 

§ 304.1 Project proposal, application, 
selection and evaluation for pro-
grams under PWEDA. 

(a) Local projects. If you are or rep-
resent a party eligible to be an appli-
cant, and are interested in a public 
works, economic adjustment, planning, 
local technical assistance or university 
center project grant, you should con-
tact the appropriate Economic Devel-
opment Representative (EDR) (or EDA 
Regional or headquarters office), iden-
tified in the NOFA. The EDR or other 
EDA official is available to provide 
program information, including the 
current published NOFA; provide a pro-
posal form approved by the U.S. Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB), and 
provide assistance as needed in filling 
out the proposal form. 

(1) After submission of the proposal 
to the appropriate EDR or Regional Of-
fice of EDA, the appropriate Regional 
Office Project Review Committee 
(PRC), consisting of at least three EDA 
officials, will review the proposal. The 
EDR or other appropriate EDA official 
will evaluate the proposal under § 304.2, 
program specific sections of this rule, 
and the NOFA, if applicable, before 
submitting it to the EDA Regional Of-
fice for its review. 

(2) After review by the PRC, EDA 
will send a letter in a timely manner to 
each submitter advising either that: 

(i) EDA invites the submitter to pre-
pare and present a formal application 
on a standard application form, with 
attachments for the type of grant 
being requested; or 

(ii) EDA returns the proposal because 
of specified deficiencies and suggests 
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resubmission when the deficiencies are 
cured; or 

(iii) EDA denies the proposal for spe-
cifically stated reasons. 

(b) National technical assistance, train-
ing, research, or evaluation projects. If 
you are or represent a party eligible to 
be an applicant, and are interested in a 
national technical assistance, training, 
research, or evaluation project under 
PWEDA, you should make initial con-
tact with EDA in Washington, D.C., at 
locations identified in the NOFA, for 
information and assistance concerning 
proposals and to obtain program infor-
mation, including a copy of the current 
NOFA, and OMB approved proposal 
form. After submission of the proposal 
to the appropriate EDA Washington, 
D.C. office, generally, three or more 
technically knowledgeable EDA offi-
cials will review the proposal for rel-
evance and quality. 

(1) If EDA determines that the pro-
posal is acceptable under § 304.2, pro-
gram specific sections of this chapter, 
and the NOFA, if applicable, EDA may 
by letter invite the submitter to pro-
vide an application with a more de-
tailed and comprehensive project nar-
rative. 

(2) If EDA determines that the pro-
posal is not acceptable because of spec-
ified deficiencies, EDA will so notify 
the submitter in writing in a timely 
manner. 

(c) Additional criteria, or priority 
consideration factors for assistance, 
may be set forth in a NOFA. 

(d) EDA expects that applications 
will generally be submitted within 30 
days after receipt of an invitation let-
ter. EDA’s invitation to submit an ap-
plication does not assure EDA funding. 

[64 FR 5357, Feb. 3, 1999, as amended at 64 FR 
69874, Dec. 14, 1999] 

§ 304.2 How EDA evaluates proposals 
and applications for projects fund-
ed under PWEDA. 

(a) General proposal and application 
evaluation criteria for projects funded 
under PWEDA are as follows: EDA will 
screen all proposals/applications for 
conformance to statutory and regu-
latory requirements, the reasonable-
ness of the budget presented, and the 
following criteria: 

(1) The relative severity of the eco-
nomic problem of the area, 

(2) The quality of the scope of work 
proposed to address the problem, 

(3) The merits of the activity(ies) for 
which funding is requested, and 

(4) The ability of the prospective ap-
plicant to carry out the proposed activ-
ity(ies) successfully. 

(b) EDA will also review applications 
for conformance with any additional 
program specific evaluation criteria as 
stated in applicable sections of these 
rules or the NOFA. 

(c) The NOFA may identify special 
areas of interest or priority consider-
ation for the period of such NOFA. 

[64 FR 5357, Feb. 3, 1999, as amended at 64 FR 
69875, Dec. 14, 1999] 

PART 305—GRANTS FOR PUBLIC 
WORKS AND DEVELOPMENT FA-
CILITIES 

Subpart A—General 

Sec. 
305.1 Purpose and scope. 
305.2 Criteria. 
305.3 Application requirements. 
305.4 Selection and evaluation. 

Subpart B—Requirements for Approved 
Projects 

305.5 Pilot program. 
305.6 Project management conference. 
305.7 Selection of the Achitect/Engineer. 
305.8 Project phasing. 
305.9 Recipient furnished equipment and 

materials. 
305.10 Construction Management services. 
305.11 Design/Build method of construction. 
305.12 Advertising for bids. 
305.13 Bid overrun. 
305.14 Bid underrun. 
305.15 Contract award. 
305.16 Construction progress schedule. 
305.17 Project sign. 
305.18 Occupancy prior to completion. 
305.19 Contract change orders. 
305.20 Project development time schedule. 
305.21 Controlling budget. 
305.22 Services performed by the recipient’s 

own forces. 
305.23 Public Works projects for design and 

engineering work. 
305.24 Disbursements of funds for grants. 
305.25 Final inspection. 
305.26 Reports. 

AUTHORITY: 42 U.S.C. 3211; Department of 
Commerce Organization Order 10–4. 

VerDate Aug<04>2004 14:31 Feb 11, 2005 Jkt 205042 PO 00000 Frm 00593 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8010 Y:\SGML\205042T.XXX 205042T


		Superintendent of Documents
	2014-11-10T08:56:15-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




