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1 Copies may be obtained, at cost, from the 
National Technical Information Service, 5285 
Port Royal Road, Springfield, VA 22161. 

should clearly identify why these gaps 
exist and provide a strong indication of 
familiarity with the state of the field 
in the proposal area. 

(4) Cost effectiveness. Proposals will be 
evaluated on the basis of ‘‘educational 
value for the dollar.’’ NSEP is inter-
ested in funding proposals in areas 
where other funding is limited or in 
areas where NSEP funding can signifi-
cantly augment or complement other 
sources. NSEP is not interested in re-
placing funds available from other 
sources or in duplicating other efforts. 
Also, NSEP is interested in projects 
whose dollar levels and long-range 
budget plans provide for realistic con-
tinuation by the grantee institution 
and adaptation by other institutions. 
NSEP is interested in proposed ap-
proaches to leveraging other funds 
against the proposed project. 

(5) Evaluation plans. Proposals will be 
evaluated on their approach to meas-
uring impact. What impact will the 
proposed program have on national ca-
pacity? How will the proposed program 
deal with assessing language and for-
eign cultural competency? In the case 
of study abroad programs, how will the 
success and impact of study abroad ex-
periences be assessed. Proposals should 
not defer the consideration of these 
issues to a latter stage of the effort. 
Evaluation and assessment should be 
an integral part of the entire proposal 
effort. 

(6) Prospects for wider impact. Pro-
posals must address national needs and 
will be evaluated according to how well 
they are likely to address these needs. 
What component of the higher edu-
cation community does the proposal 
address? How diverse a student popu-
lation will the proposed program ad-
dress? What applications to other insti-
tutions will be made available, either 
directly or indirectly, because of the 
proposed program? 

(7) Capacity and commitment of the ap-
plicant. The proposal will be evaluated 
according to the evidence provided on 
the commitment of the institution, and 
other institutions, to the proposed 
project. What other institutions are in-
volved and what is their commitment? 
If there are commitments from foreign 
institutions, what is the evidence of 
this commitment? Are their plans for 

the institution to integrate the efforts 
of the proposed program into the edu-
cational process? What plans are there 
for eventual self-support? As with 
many other similar programs, NSEP is 
particularly interested in the degree to 
which the institution is willing to bear 
a reasonable share of the direct and in-
direct costs of the proposed project. 

(d) Applicants should also indicate if 
they currently receive or are seeking 
support from other sources. Applicants 
should indicate why support from 
NSEP is appropriate, if other sources 
are also being sought. 

PARTS 208–209 [RESERVED] 

PART 210—ENFORCEMENT OF 
STATE TRAFFIC LAWS ON DoD IN-
STALLATIONS 

Sec. 
210.1 Purpose. 
210.2 Applicability and scope. 
210.3 Policy. 
210.4 Responsibilities. 

AUTHORITY: 63 Stat. 377, as amended, 18 
U.S.C. 13; 40 U.S.C. 318a through d., 40 U.S.C. 
612. 

SOURCE: 46 FR 58306, Dec. 1, 1981, unless 
otherwise noted. 

§ 210.1 Purpose. 

This part establishes policies pursu-
ant to the requirements of DoD Direc-
tive 6055.4,1 ‘‘Department of Defense 
Traffic Safety Program,’’ November 7, 
1978, and to authority delegated to the 
Secretary of Defense under Enclosure 1 
for the enforcement, on DoD military 
installations, of those state vehicular 
and pedestrian traffic laws that cannot 
be assimilated under U.S.C., Title 18, 
section 13. 

[46 FR 58306, Dec. 1, 1981, as amended at 56 
FR 13285, Apr. 1, 1991] 

§ 210.2 Applicability and scope. 

(a) The provisions of this part apply 
to the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense, the Military Departments, the 
Organization of the Joint Chiefs of 
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