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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

| ‘May 26,1994
MEMORANDUM FOR Tmz PRESIDENT

THROUGH THE VICE PRESIDENT
. 1
FROM: © . CAROL RASCO
- ROBERT RUBIN
JACK QUINN.

SUBJECT: (EMPOWERMENT ZONES/ENTERPRISE COMMUN
DESIGNATION PROCESS

L ACTION--FORCIN G EVENT

“The Empowenncnt Zones/Entcrpnse Communmes apphcatlon process ‘began on
January 17, 1994.. Thus far, over 700 communities across the country have informed HUD °
and USDA that they intend to apply for an EZ/EC dcmgnanon The deadline for submission
of applications is June 30, 1994, at which time the selection process for the 9 Empowerment
Zones (EZ) and 95 Enterprise Communities (EC) will begin. While the formal selections are
to be made by the Secretaries of HUD (for urban areas) and Agriculture (for rural areas), in’
Scptember, 1993 you created the Commumty Enterprise Board ("Board") and required the

Sccretarics to consult with the Board prior to making the selections:: - The Board is compnscd .

. .of the heads of 15 federal agencies, chaired by the Vice President and vxcc—chaxred by Carol
Rasco and Bob Rubin. We have developed a proccss for 1mplcmcntmg this consultation
process and are subm1tt1ng 1t to you now for your review.

II. OVERVIEW OF PROPOSAL

" HUD and USDA would screen all applications to winnow the initial pool down to a -
manageable number, say 200, of the "most viable" applications. This screening would be
based on the eligibility and selection criteria articulated in the EZ/EC application materials.
HHS would work with HUD and USDA to énsure that all applications are screened for
compliance with rcqmremcnts regardmg the Tltlc XX Social Servxccs Block Grants.

Each agency will be required to review thosc appllcatlons in the ' 'most, viable" class
- that include programs or stratcgies falling within the agency's Jurlsdxctxon using an evaluation
form developed by HUD and 'USDA. Agcncy reviewers would be directed to decide whether -
they would grant program funding and waiver requcsts that fall within their ]urlsdlctlon Staff
for the Chair and Vice Chairs of the Commumty Enterprise Board would also review the '

“most wable“ applications.



After considering the agencies' evaluations and the input of the Chair and Vice Chairs,
HUD and USDA would then select approximately 30 to 40 urban and rural first round
finalists. The entirc Board would then meet to make recommendations as to which of the
first round of finalists should be dcmgnatcd as EZs. After considering the Board's ,
recommendations, HUD and USDA, in accordance with their statutory authority, would makc '
the final decision on the EZ designations, followed by decisions on a first round of EC
designations. A sccond round of ﬁnahsts would be consxdcred usmg the same procedures,

for the rcmammg EC slots.

|

We hope to complete thls process by mld—Scptember ‘The actual announcements of
the EZ/EC designations could be scheduled shortly thereafter. To mitigate the tensions
surrounding the designations. of EZs, we.intend-to work hard to ensure that, in addition to the
EZ designations, the EC designations include valuable program mvcstmcnts In particular., -
we would like to announce a number of- enhanccd ECs wnth large amounts of addmonal

investments.
III. DISCUSSION_
Thc proposal has the followmg advantages

Input from thc Board: It would ensure that each agency on thc Board has an adequate
opportunity to evaluate and consider program usagcs strategies and waiver requests contained -
in EZ/EC applications that are within the agency's jurisdiction. This will help ensure that
ecach community designated as an EZ/EC will receive a viable package of federal resources
and waiver approvals. ‘In addition, there will be review and input by the OVP, DPC NEC,
CEA and OMB, all of which are rcpresentcd on the Board ’ .

Standards to cnsure the longtcrm success of thc groga In order to win, an applzcatlon o
would be required to meet baseline eligibility criteria and selection standards that cmphasme
- “indicia of potential success. The Empowerment Zone initiative is going to draw close
scrutiny from Congress and the press. If the initiative is not perceived as a success m thc
“long term, it will hamper our ability to marshall addxtzonal resources. for dlstrcsscd

communitics. . » . ; - \ ‘ ‘

3

Balanccd Discretion: Although the agency reviewers would be asked to con81der ObjcCtIVC
standards, the proposal allows HUD, USDA and the overall Board to con51dcr additional
factors, like gcographlc diversity, v1sxon and mnovatlvcness

 Faimess: The proposal should ensure a fair proccss that will hrmt chargcs of polmcal
favoritism. As with other competitive grant programs, any records that are produced by this
process will be subject to inspection by the General Accounting Office, relevant .
Congrcssxonal committees, and, possibly, the general pubhc In addition, appllcants that do -
not win will demand rcasons. The proposal will result in documcntatlon that dcmonstrates

that all winners met the sclection. cntcna



V. D'ECISION. ‘

We wanted you to be aware of the proposcd process and receive any comments you
may have before moving forward. Please advxse ' :

Approve'

-

V’Apprdv'c with Comments "

Discuss Further
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© -May 26, ‘1994

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMUNITY ENTERPRISE BOARD

FROM:  THE VICE PRESIDENT
3 CAROL RASCO
‘ ' ROBERT RUBIN -

' SUBJECT: DRAFT FOR EZ/EC DESIGNATION PROCESS

At the first meetmg of the Communlty Enterprise Board (Board) the staff was askcd
to makc recommendations as to how the Empowerment Zones (EZ) and Enterprise
Communities (EC) designation process should be structured to ensure an efficient process that'
enables all agencies represented on the Board to have adequatc input. This memorandum sets
forth a proposed general framcwork for the process. C

I OVERVIEW OF PROCESS

HUD and USDA would screen all apphcatlons to winnow the mmal pool of
applications down to a manageable number, say 200, of the "most viable" applications.. This
screening would be based on the eligibility and selection criteria articulated in the EZ/EC
application materials. HHS would work with HUD and USDA to ensure that all applications
are screened for complrancc w1th rcqurrcmcnts regarding the Title XX Social Services Block

Grants.

Each ~agency will be rcqulrcd to review those applrcatlons in the "most viable” class

that include programs or strategies fallmg within the agency's jurisdiction, using an evaluation -

. form developed by HUD and USDA. - Agency reviewers would be directed in particular to
deciding whether they would grant program funding and ‘waiver requests that fall within their
jurisdiction. “Staff for the Chair and Vice Chairs of the Communlty Enterpnse Board would
.also review the "most viable" apphcatrons : :

". After considering the agencies' evaluaﬁons and the input of the Chair and Vice Chairs,
HUD and USDA would then select approximately 30 to 40 urban and rural first round '
finalists. The entire Board would then meet to6 make recommendations as to which of the
first round of finalists should be demgnatcd as EZs. After considering the Board's
rccommendatrons HUD and USDA, in accordancc with their statutory authority, would make
the final decision on the EZ designations, followed by decisions on a first round of EC

-designations. ‘A second round of finalists would be considered, using the same proccdurcs ‘

for the remammg EC slots.

" We hope to complete this process by mid—September. The actual -announcements of
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the EZ/EC dcsignatioris could be scheduled shortly thereafter. To mitigate the tensions -

. surrounding the designations of EZs, we intend to work hard to ensure that, in addition to the
EZ designations, the EC designations include valuable program investments. In particular.,

-we would like to announce a numbcr of enhanced ECs wrth large amounts of additional

investments. : :

N

L ISSUES REGARDING DESIGNATION PROCESS

The followrng issues have been ralsed by Board members and staff regardlng the :
. designation process: '

Inclusion of all agencies. The September 30, 1993 Presidential Memorandum that
created the Board requires HUD and USDA to consult with the Board regarding the
EZ/EC designations. Members agree that we need to create a process that ensures that

~ each agency represented on the Board has an adequate opportunity to evaluate and
consider program usages, strategies and waiver requests contained in EZ/EC o
appllcatrons that are within the agency's _]UIISdICtlon L

Input from and negotlatlon wlth appllcants. Some Board members have
recommended that we give each EZ/EC applicant an opportunity for a face-to—face
encounter with the Board or the Designating Secretaries so that applicants feel they
have had a full and fair opportunity to present their plan. Some Board members have
“suggested that we have public site visits during the application or designation process.
Others have expressed concerns that such public encounters may create political
difficulties. All agree that we will need to consult with frnalrsts on ncccssary
adjustments to their stratcglc plans.

Maintaining Objectivity and Dlscretmn. ‘All of the ‘Board mcmbers -agree that we
need a process that ensures that all finalists meet the objective criteria set forth in the -
application while allowing some degree of dlscrctlon for other conSJderatlons such as

geographic dlversny

Timing. In order to be able to demoristrate some early success, we need an efficient -
process that allows us to begin to designate a'substantial number of EZs/ECs by
September, 1994 (although we - may decide to defer all or many of the announcements
until a later. date) ~ :

Input from Outside Experts Some Board members’ havc suggested that wc consrdcr
usmg a panel of outside experts to help screen appllcatlons

Agency Revnew, Staff' ing and Decisions on Programs and Waivers. To ensure
“consistency and high-quality review, some have suggested an interagency orientation
team to provide-initial guidance to agency reviewers about the goals of thc 1n1t1at1vc
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Each agency will also be required to devote or detail adequate staff to the review
process. (In the EZ/EC Application, we commit to considering the waiver requests of
all applicants, whether or not the applicant is designated.) We also need to have as
much certainty as possible about agency decisions regarding individual program and
waiver requests prior to making a final. EZ/EC dcsxgnatlon : :

Technical Assistance. Somc Board mcmb'crs have also suggested that we try to
arrange for foundations and other non-governmental organizations to provide technical
assistance to EZ/EC applicants. -Questions have also been raised regarding the extent
" of technical assistance that ought to be prov:ded by HUD USDA and other agencies
during the appllcatlon process. . : :

Post»-Designation Implementation. Some members have suggested that we create
“interagency implementation teams and/or a coordinating mechanism at the regional
level, like the State Rural Development Councils, that would help the' designated
communities’ follow—through with implementation and prov;dc the local coordination
- necessary to help communities realize their strategic vision. One foundation has -
suggested that designated communities be required to go through an additional 3-4
month- planmng pcnod to ensure approprlate 1mplemcntanon

Announcement of 'a "Third Tier" of Desngnatlons. Some Board members and staff
have stressed the need to mitigate tensions by announcing an intention to have a "third
tier" of designations. With waivers and priority consideration for discretionary
funding, for example, we could prov1dc for such a thlrd tier, w1thout scckmg furthcr
resources from Congress. : :

Evaluation. Finally, some mcmbers have suggestcd that a thlrd—party cvaluator bc
selccted to conduct a thorough evaluatxon of thc EZ/EC initiative.

I RECOMMENDATioNs L

A. Screening for "Most Vlable " Apphcanons Thus far, well over 600 communmcs
have filed a notice of intent to apply for the 104 EZ/EC slots: Because we expcct hundreds
of applications, we believe the only realistic approach to interagency consultation is to have
HUD and USDA pre-screen the applications and present a manageable numbcr of "most
viable" applications to the agency staff and then to the Board for review. :

We récommcnd the following gcneral "approach : HUD and USDA would develop their
own procedure to select a target class of "most viable" applications. This selection process” .
would include consultation with other agencies reprcscnted on the Board where relevant. In .
particular, HUD and USDA will work with HHS on issues relevant to Title XX. While HUD
and USDA may not usc identical screening criteria, they will coordinate with cach other to



ensure consistency in criteria and process.

All agencies willing to invest the time would be allowed to review all of the submitted
applications and make recommendations to HUD and USDA about which applications should -
be placcd in the "most viable" class. (HUD-and USDA would makc the documcnts available
for remew at their respective burldmgs ) :

B. Screenmgfor Fmahsts. HUD and USDA will also develop a process: for selecting
a first round of approximately 30 to 40 urban and rural finalists from the "most viable" class..
These first round finalists will have been adjudged, based upon their strateglc plans to be
qualified to réceive either an EZ or EC desrgnatlon

-

Each agency will be required to review those applications in the “most v1able class.
that include programs or strategies fallmg within the agency's jurisdiction. Each agency must . .
designate a team of reviewers for this purpose, and HUD and USDA will coordinate the
orientation of all agency reviewers. :

To enablc review by the agenc:1cs, HUD and USDA are developlng a process. by Wthh
agency reviewers will record their evaluations of each application. The process will allow for
.each agency to identify relevant strengths and weaknesses of each application and submit a
narrative description of any concerns any agency may have with the plan waxver requcsts or
~ other program proposals ’ - :

- This process will specifically require each agency to give, to the extent permissible, a
preliminary indication as to whether the agency would grant, deny or amend the apphcants
proposed uses of agency-administered funds. (1 €., proposed uses of programs listed in the
menu of federal programs). At an appropriate point to be determined by HUD and USDA a
decision on waiver requests would also be rcqulrcd (Sce part E on waiver approvals below. ).

HUD and USDA will also consult wrth the Chalr and. Vlcc Chalrs of the Commumty
Enterprise Board, whose staff will also review the "most viable" apphcatrons

C. Presenting Finalists to the Board. Aftcr taking into corrsidcrotion t'hc" i‘nput of the
agency reviewers and the Board Chair and Vice Chairs, HUD and USDA would select
approx1matcly 30-40 first round fmalxsts from wiuch the nmc EZS would be selected.

HUD and USDA would then prcscnt thcsc first round fmallsts to the Board. The
Board would then meet to make recommendations as to which of the first round finalists
should be designated as EZs. After considering the Board's recommendations, HUD and
USDA, in accordance with their statutory authority, would make the final decision on the EZ
designations, followed by decisions on-a first round of EC desrgnatlons

These procedures would then be repeated to select a second round of finalists for the -
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remaining EC slots. The second round of finalists would also be presented to the Board for
- consultation. Our goal would be to have the selection process completed by mrd September,
although this goal would not necessarily be stated publicly..

: D. Consultations with Appllcants and Outside Revrew. If necessary, HUD USDA,

HHS and other funding agencies may have discussions with finalists to clarify any open".

.~ issues and discuss any needed adjustments and performance agreements, particuldrly regardlng

total population requirements, proposed program uses-or waivers. HUD and USDA will - '
coordinate-all discussions and, prior to such meetings, will ‘consult ‘with other agencies to

confirm what program funds each agency is able to- grant (or is inclined to grant) in support

of each finalist's strategic plan. These consultations should also address specifics of any

adjustments agencies would need in order to meet an apphcants program request, to the

extent that these agencies can provide such mfonnatlon

Given thc number of expected applxcants we do not belxeve there w111 be sufflclent
time to conduct pubhcrzed hearings or site visits prior to designation, as such public forums.
would almost certainly create an-obligation to visit with.all applicants. The anticipated
consultations with finalists, as described above, however, may involve confndentlal site v1srts ‘
by agency officials. These consultations should provide agency officials with the opportumty
to clarify any concerns they have about-an appllcatron and to obtain an accurate assessment of .
a strategic plan.’ . : : .

'We also doubt that there will be suffxcrent time to. allow outsrde experts to review the
apphcatlons Further, such outside reviews raise legal and other concerns.

E. Waiyer Approvals and a "Third Tier." Except in extraordinary circumstances,
all waiver requests made by applicants regarding program regulations should be decided upon °

. prior to any EZ or EC designation. As HUD and USDA screen for finalists, they will submit

program waiver requests to the relevant individual agencies. Agencies will be expected to
respond within ten-days of receiving such requests with their decision or a statement of
extraordinary circumstances as to why a decision cannot be made at that time. (Ttis
provision does not apply to apphcatrons to c0nduct demonstratlons under Section 1115 of the

- Social Security Act.)

We belleve that the’ process for approving waiver requests of applrcants that are not
selected for EZ/EC designations should be deferred until after the EZ/EC desrgnatlons are
completed. The 1nter—agency EZ/EC Working Group will develop a proposed process. for
responding to this rematnmg "third tler" of appllcatlons and present it to the Board for review -
~ later this summer. o

F. Designation Announcements. Decrsmns regarding the timing of a announcing the
EZ/EC designations will be made after the selectlons are completed. We would expect that at
the time an individual designation is announced, the announcement would include substantial -
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specifics about what agency program commitments are being made to the designated
community —— e.g., SBA One Stop Capital Shop, Fannie Mae partnership investments,
Commerce National Information Infrastructure Grant,-and DOL One Stop Career Center. ‘
~This will be cspccwlly lmportant for the ECs, in order to debunk contentions that the ECs are

not valuable

- G. Technical Assistance. The agency staffs have been doing everything possible to
respond to requests for information and assistance from applicants. HUD, USDA, and Justice
are now part of the Community Empowerment Internet, which allows. applicants to submit
inquiries by computer and to access basic "Q&A" and other information about the EZ/EC
process. HUD and USDA have developed a master list of agency contacts to dlstrlbute to’
applicants and a list of outside entities, particularly foundations, that have committed to
provide resources and technical assistance to EZ/EC apphcants In addition, HUD and USDA
have made the list of applicants. (who have filed a notice of intent) available to foundations,
other organizations and all the Board Members in order to facilitate technical assistance to
applicants. (Fannie Mae, for example, conducted eight intensive technical assistance
workshops around the country to provide EZ/EC applicants explicit mstruct]on on how to-
enter mto partnerships- modcled on their HouscOakland initiative.) ‘

H. Post-Des:gnatmn Ir’np’lementatmn. HUD has committed to devote one full-time
field staff person for each urban EZ and one full-time staff person for every three urban ECs.
USDA will also be devoting field staff to the initiative. These field staff will be the first
point of contact for the designated EZs and ECs. They will work on a day-to-day-basis with
the communities and coordmatc thc federal response to any 1mplcmentat10n problcms or
issues that arise.’ : o

Upon dCSIgnating‘ari EZ or EC, we would like each agency on the Board to identify a
| key contact person in the relevant field office who will be committed to working as part of a
local, interagency 1mplementat10n team that -will meet regularly with the dcsxgnated o
commumty to assist 1n 1mplemcntat10n and problcm solvmg

. To ensure that the Board prov1des a rapid, coordmated federal response to local
. problems for de51gnated EZs and ECs, we. believe it would be beneficial to have cach agency
to devote one full time cquwalent (FTE) to ‘this effort at the federal level.

Eachiof these FTES could act as ‘ombudsman“for all of the designated EZ and ECs,
and could be generally knowledgeable about all of the communities’ strategic plan and could
help to solve any federal-level problems regarding their agency that the designated
communities face. The Community Enterprise Board could-meet as required at the
ombudsman level to facilitate cross—agency coordination and cooperation for all communities.

We also belicve it woulvd‘bc beneficial for each cabinet 'Secréta’ry to develop a special
relationship with one or more communities, prcfcrably communities in which the relevant
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agency has invested substantial resources. In addition, each cabinet secretary should -
personally ensure that his or her agency is fulfilling its ombudsman or other role and that
Washington officials make regular site visits and have regular contact with the local
interagency implementation teams. These are initial 1deas on post -designation. We welcome

addltronal suggestions.

" L Evaluation. The Departments of HUD and USDA will each contract with a- third-
party evaluator to assess key aspects of the empowerment zone program. In particular, the
- contractor will review key elements of empowerment zone and enterprise community strategic
~ plans to identify elements that have worked and.could be replicable in other communities
across the nation. The evaluator will also examine the implementation of strategic plans to
identify methods that have been partlculariy successful and could serve as models for future -
efforts. At this juncture, no decisions have been made as to the precrse design of the
~ evaluation or who the evaluator will be. We welcome your input and suggestions.” HUD and . -
USDA, in consultation with HHS and other agencies, will present more detailed plans™ -
regarding evaluation at a later date, at which tlme all Board members will have an
opportunity to comment. - :

IL CON CLUSION

Because the Board is comprised of 15 agencres and dcpartments any form of

- collaboration is going to be labor- and time-intensive. We believe that the abovc-descrlbed
framework strikes a good balance that will allow. agencies to have full input into the process
- without overly taxing their resources. We hope this general framework is acceptable to the
Board. HUD and USDA are proccedmg w1th dechOpmg the dctalls of the process and we
welcome any suggestions. . , _



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

July 7, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR CAROL RASCO
FROM: Paul Weinstein

SUBIJECT: Update on o‘}Empowcrmcnt Zone/Enterpris
ommunit Program

" Attached you will find a listing of the rural and urban applications for Empowerment
Zones/Enterprise Communities (EZ/EC) received by USDA and HUD. As you know, the
applications were due last Thursday at 4:00 pm (June 30, 1994). USDA reports receiving 220
applications for communities seeking designation as rural EZs or ECs. HUD advises that they
have received 295 applications, 77 for EZs and 218 for ECs.

The review of these applications w111 be closely guarded. USDA and HUD have
leased space on 7th and D Streets, SW (Reporter's Building), which will serve as the
government-wide work site for all members of the Community Enterprise Board (CEB) to
review the applications. No individual who has not gone through training will be allowed
into the reviewing area.

Reviewers from USDA, HUD, HHS, Transportation, Justice, Commerce, Education,
SBA, and EPA are working in teams for comprehensive review of all applications.
Recommendations on the best 40 applications will go to the CEB from Secretaries Cisneros
and Espy at the beginning of September. This will allow us the option of pre—designating
some EZs and ECs in mid-September, as was requested. However, both agencies have
indicated that postponing the pre—designation announcement until later in the Fall (mid-
November) would help to insure a better review process.

Early reports indicate the applications are impressive in size and quality. The city of
Chicago's is four volumes long, Detroit's came inside a computer board, and Baltimore's
arrived with a musical band. According to USDA, rural applications range in size from 3
inches to 3 boxes.

cc: Bruce Reed
Keith Mason
Sheryll Cashin
Kumiki Gibson
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250

MEMORANDUM

‘ TO: Christine Varney
Deputy Assistant to the President and
Secretary of the Cabinet

FROM:  Fred Slaybach
Assistant Secretary for Congressional Affairs and
Counsel to the Secretary

SUBJECT: Empowerment Zone and Enterprise Commmunity Program
| DATE: July 6, 1994
1. Overview

The deadline for receipt of applications was June 30, 1994. USDA received 220 applications
from communities seeking designation as rural empowerment zones or enterprise
i communities.

There are 36 states represented in the applications. The largest number of applications
received were from Alabama (10), Arkansas (11), California (10), Georgla (9), Kentucky (12},
Louisiana (18), Mississippi (17), New Mexico (12), South Carolina (9) Tennessee (10), Texas
(22), and West Virginia (10). Attached is a list of applicants as of July 5, 1994. We expect
that this list will undergo slight changes as applicants may have delivered packages to the
wrong Department (we have received one application thic week that was incorrectly submitted
to HUD).

USDA refurbished existing leased space on 7th and D Streets, SW (the Reporter's Building)
and, with HUD's assistance, has set up the a government-wide work site for all members of
the CEB to review urban and rural applications.

Reviewers from USDA, HHS, Transportation, Justice, Commerce, Education, SBA and EPA
aré working in teams of five for comprehensive reviews of rural applications that range in
volume from 3 inches to 3 boxes.

2. Review Process ) e

USDA has created a process that will bring in the expertise of the various members of the
CEB and provide the board with the Secretary’s recommendations by the beginning of

AR sk MAROIAOTOIAGTY TN Aurn
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September. The dates provided are estimated starting times for cach activity. We anticipate
that all operations will overlap.

July Sth Eligibility Review Process Initiated

During the first week, approximately 20 staff conduct an eligibility review of
applications, ensuring that applications are complete and that applicant satisfies
poverty, size and population criteria. Applications that are not complete will be
submitted to the outreach staff who will contact applicants and provide 10
working days to remedy or submit the corrected items.

July 5th Technical Review Process Initiated

Approximately 40 employees, in teams of 5, begin to review the content of the
applications. The review should not take longer than 2 days per application,
Teams are structured with one manager, person with experience in the process,
and four reviewers -- from various Departments and agencies.

Individual reviewer, based on his/her own review as well as the group
discussion, critiques the application and completes histher analysis with
assessment profiles of elements of the strategic plan. With the team manager,
prepares a analytical summary of the proposal.

July 11th Site Visits

State USDA employees are directed to conduct site visits of all applicants.
Prior to each site visit, employees are briefed on the specifics of the application
by team managers.

*

July 18th Federal Departments Informed of Program and Waiver Requests

Liaisons will contact other federal Depariments by phone and by fax of the
presence of an application that seeks funding or waiver requests.

Department reviewers receive a form that indicates the conditional commitment
for funding or approval of waiver. The forms are to be returned within ten
working days with indications of conditional approvals of waivers or programs.

July 18th Heath and Human Service Review for Title XX Feasibility

Special Title XX HHS employees will be provided with access to the
application file, the executive summary and to the computer review- The Title
XX employee will be expected to complete his/her review within two working
days and indicate the status of HHS analysis.
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' July 25th Review by Panel of Rural Development Experts

A panel of five senior USDA employecs with experience with rural
development, grant making and/or other appropriate skills begins to conduct a
review of the executive summaries and the applications (The review process
by teams and other Departments continues during this period’)

- The panel will discuss the applications and individually score such factors as:
quality of the strategic plan, the strength of assurances of support, the quality
of community and business sector input, innovativeness, feasibility, level of
need, and community involvement.

Aug. 22nd  Presentation of the Finalists to the Secretary
The Under Secretary will present the Secretary with all of the applications and
will indicate the relative strengths and weaknesses, based on the analysis of the
Panel, the technical reviewers, the site visits, and the analysis by the Under

Secretary.

The Secretary will determine which applications are to be submitted to the
Community Enterprise Board for their consultation.

Sept. Ist  Presentation to the Community Enterprise Board
The Secretaxjr consults with the CEB Board on his finalists.
Sept. 15th Announcements of Pre-Designation
The Secretary pre-designates the rural Empowerment Zones and Enterprise

Communities and enters ino discussions with the pre- deszgnated communities
on methods of strengthening their strategic plans.
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Num

Entity Name

13
111
171
S
6
22

26

39
50
78
103
113
219

20
58
65
84
1
104
136
166
183
225
18

. 28
168
a5
61
-71
79
131
150
153
194
207

222
15
192
68
77

Page 1

FROM USDA UNDER SECY SCRD

T0 54567028

USDA EZ/EC Applications

Mat-Su Resource Conservation & Development Inc.

Northwest Arctic Borough Economic Development Commission

Lower Kuskokwim Economic Development Council
West Alabama Planning & Development Council

Waest Alabama and Planning Council
Lowndes County (Alabama) Commission

East Alabama Regional Planning and Development

Commission

Perry County Commission
Bullock County Commission
Selma-Dallas Community Action Agency

Hale Empowerment & Revitalizatlon Organization
Federation of Southern Cooperative/L.and Assistance Fund
Tuskegee University

Crowley's Ridge Development Council, Inc.
Mississippi County, Arkansas EOC, Inc,
East Central AR Ec. Dev. Corporation

Woodruff County Economic Development Council, Inc.
East Central Arkansas Economic Development Corp.

Newton County Resource Council

South Central Arkansas Community Action Authority

Mid-Delta Community Services

Southeast Arkansas Enterprise Commaunity Partnership
East Central Arkansas Economic Development Corporation
Eastern Arkansas Empowerment Zone Initiative

City of Eloy

Greater Flagstaff Economic Council, Inc.
AZ Department of Commerce

Imperlal County Community Economic Development

Clty of Shafter

City of Watsonville
Kings Community Action Organization
Planada Community Development Corporation

Riverside County Economic Development Agency

City of Hollister

County of Humboldt
County of Fresng, Pub

Department

Southern Coachella Vélley Community
"« City of Rocky Ford
Tavn of Windham

lic Works & Development Scrvices

Highlands County Industrial Development Authority
Immokajee Foudation

City

Wastlla
Kotzebu
Hethel
Northport
Northport
Haynesville
Anniston

Marion
Union Springs
Selma
Greensborn
Epes
Tuskegee
Jonesboro
Blytheville
Vorrest
McCrory
Forrest City
Jasper

El Dorado
Helena
Dermott
Forrest City
RBrinkly
Eloy
Flagstaff
Phocnix

Kl Centro
Shafter
Watsonville
Hanford
Planada
Indio
Hollister
Fureka
Fresno

Palm Springs
Recky Ford
Williamtic
Sebring
Naples

As Of: 7/5/94

PO0T

State

AK
AK
AK
Al
Al
Al
AL

AL
AL
AL
AL
AL
AL
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AR
AL
AZ
AZ
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA

CA
Co
cTr
FL
L.
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Num

FROM USDA UNDER SECY SCRD

10 94567028

USDA EZ/EC Applications

Entity Name

82
89
101
182

23
106
157
179
193

211
216
223
229

73
124
10
17
23

48
198
199

95

70
81

128
145
159
165
172
195
212

52

72
100
102
105

Page 2

Putnam County Chamber of Commerec, Inc.
Marlanna Chamber of Commerce

City of Belle Glade, Florida

Hillsborough County

City County Planning Commission

Camilla Chamber of Commerce

Rural Georgia Minority Business Council
South Georgla Reglonat Development Center
City of Rome

City of LaGrange, Dept of Community and Economic
Development

Crisp/Dooly EZ/EC Coordinating Committee
CSRA Regional Development Center
Development Authority of Bryan County
Southern Lower Chattahoochee Region Council of
Governments

Towa Department of Economic Development
City of Pocatello

City of Quincy, Illinols

Wabash Arca Development, Inc

City of Carbondale ‘

Wimberly & Associates

Pembroke Township

City of Cairo

City of DanvilleDept of Development Services
City of Galena

Buffalo Trace Area Development District
Gateway Area Development District

Flat Woods Community-Based DevelopmentCorporation, Inc.

Kentucky River Area Development District

Kentucky Communities Economic Opportunity Council, Inc,

Kentucky River Area Development District

Ozark Delta Regional Empowerment Commission
Kentucky Highlands Investment Corporation

Bip Sandy Area Development District

City of Bowling Green

Appalachian Foundation Inc,

Lake Cumberland Areca Development District
South Central Planning & Development Commission

‘Clifton Choctaw Reservation, Inc.

St. Tammy Community Housing Resource Board
Delta Economics Energy District, Inc. (Deed)
Boyce Economic Development Committe

City

Palatka
Marianna
Belle Glade
P.O. Box 1110

Camilla
Montezuma
Valdosta
Rome
LaGrange

Cordele
Augusta
Pembroke
Cuthbent

Des Moines
Pocatello
Quincy
linficld
Carbondale
Carbondale
Hopkins Park
Cairo
Danville
Galena
Maysville
Owingsville
Oneida
Hazard
Barboursville
Hazard
Hickman
f.ondon
Prestonburg
Bowling Green
Catlettsburg
Russell Springs
Thibodaux
Gardner
Stidel]

Raton Rouge
Boayce

As Of: 7/5/94

P00s8

State

FL
L
FL.

GA

1A
GA
GA
GA

GA
GA
GA

A

TA
D
IL
I
IL

IL
IL

KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
KY
RY
LA
LA
LA
LA
LA
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USDA EZ/EC Applications

Num Entity Name City
110 Delta Economic Energy District, Inc. (Deed) Baton Rouge
112 City of Opelousas ’ Opelousas
115 Madison Parish Police Jury Tallulah
119 City of Plaquemine Plaquemine
152 Southern Mutual Help Association, Inc. New Iheria
160 St. Landry Economic Inducement District Opelousas
164 St. Mary Community Action Agency, Incorporated Franklin
169 Capital Regional Planning Commission Baton Rouge
170 Northeast Acadia Development Corporation (NADCD) Chuorch Point
173 Town of Cullen Cullen
215 Macon Ridge Economlc Development Region, Inc. Winnsboro
221 Project Celebration, Inc. Many
226 City of Covington, Louisana Covington
51 City of Lewiston, Maine ' [ewiston
162  FiveCAP, Inc. , Scottville
38 Northwest Technical Coilege, Custom Trataing Services Bemidji
31 City of Salem Salem
34 City of Rich Hill ' Rich Hill
55 Bootheel Regional Planning & Economic Development Malden
Commission
96 West Central Missourt Community Action Agency Appleston City
114 Epworth Bootheel Family Learning Center East Prairie ‘
142 City of Kirksville Kirksville
163 Ripley County, Missouri Doniphan
176 ~ City of Sikeston Sikeston
4 Town of Edwards . Edwards
9 Holly Springs/Marshall County Holly Springs
i4 Madison County Human Resource Agency Canton
25 Meridian/Lauderdale County Partnership - Meridian
36 Holmes/Humphreys/Madison Enterprise Community’ lexington
45 Mid-Delta Empowment Zone Alliance (MDEZA) Stoneville
75 Washington County Economic Development District Greenville
86 Greenwood-Leflore Enterprise Community West Greenwood
88 Arkansas-Mississippi Tri-County Empowerment Corp. Clarksdale
108 Alcorn State Unlversity-Cooperative Extension Program Lorman
140 North Delta Planning and Development District, Inc. Clarksdale
143 City of Hattlesburg Hattiesburg
151 ‘Town of Utica Utica
174 Yazoo Community Action Inc. ) Yazoo City
203« Natchez-Adams County Economic Development Authority Natchez
213 Bolvar/Sunflower Countles Enterprise Community Cleveland
217 Kemper County Economic Development Authority DeKalb
74 Halifax/Edgecombe/Wilson Empowerment Alliance Tarboro

Page 3

 AsOFf: 7/5/94

State

LA
L.A
LA

L.A
LA
LA

LA

LA
LA
LA

MI

MO
MO
MO

MO
MO
MO
MO
MO
MS
MS
MS

MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS
MS -
MS
MS
NC
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Num

FROM USDA UNDER SECY SCRD

T0 94567028

USDA EZ/EC Applications

Entity Name

189

Lumber River Council of Goveraments

201 Columbus County Economic Development Commisiion

202
209

Anson County, North Carolina
Northeastern North Carolina Economic Development

Commission

210
214

County of Warren
Town of Boone

§2 City of Scottsbluff
117 City of Kearney

123
220
228

40 City of Hobbs
41 City of Lordsburg
67 Helping Hands, Inc,
80 FEastern Plains Council of Governments
98 Northwest New Mexico Council of Governments
109 Economic Development Division, Roswell Chamber of
Commerce

129
134
135
158
200
204
227

City of Las Vegas

Dona Ana County

City of Lovington

City of Sunland Park

Salt Missions Trail Main Street

Clty of Deming

The Institute for Human Services, Inc.

46 Regional Developruent Finance Authority
47 Tri-County Community Action Agency
130 Ohio Valley Regional Development Commission

149

32 Tri-Clty 6006
33 Ada Area Community Development Corporation

144
146
178
197

City of Altus
City of Muskogee
Logan County Economic Development Council

Great Plains Economic Development Association

85 Josephine County Community Services-Comm, Action Agency

43 Clarion University of Pennsylvania
66 City of New Castle

154 < Northwest Pennsylvania Reglonal Pianning and Development

Commission

158
156

Page 4

City of Lock Haven
Fayette County Board of Commissioners

Chadron/ Dawes County Economic Devclopment Corpratmn
Stewart’s Creek Township
Cumberland County Dept. of Planning and Development

City of Portsmouth Community Development Department

C lty

I umberton
Whitevilie
Wadesboro
Flizabeth City

Warrenton
Boone
Scottsbluff’
Kearney
Chadron
Orange

-Bridgeton

Hobbs
Lordsburg
Mora
Clovis
Ginllup
Roswell

Las Vegas
Las Cruces
lLovington
Sunland Park
Estancia
Deming
Corning
Dayton
Athens
Portsmouth
Portsinouth
Langston
Ada

Altus
Muskogee
CGuthrie
Tipton
Grants Pass
Clarion
New Castle
Franklin

Lock Haven
Llniontown

As Of:

77 5794

State
NC
NC
NC
NC

NC
NC
NE
NE
NE
NI

NI

NM
NM
NM
M
NM
NM

NM
NM
NM
NM
NM
NM
NY
OH
OH
OH

OH
0K
OK
OK
0K
OK
OK
OR

PA

PA

PA

PA
PA
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Num

FROM USDA UNDER SECY SCRD

T0 94567028

USDA EZ/EC Applications

Entity Name

27
{83
97
99
121
126
148
181
190
120

11
19

127
147

186
188
16
21
30
37
49
53
56
59
63

69
76
87

94
107

118
122
128
161
167

Page 5

Denmark Community Outreach Enterprise Committee
Penn Center :

Williamsburg Enterprise Community
Allendale-Barnwell Redevelopment Program

The Greater Orangeburg Enterprise Community Coalition
Santec-Lynches Regional Council of Governments
Marion County

Eastern Orangeburg Enterprise Commumnity
Lowcountry Council of Government

Northeast South Dakota Community Action Program
Johnson County Chamber of Commerce

City of Covington

Africa in April, Inc

First Tennessee Development District

City of Athens

City of Paris, Tennessce

Regional Education and Community Health Scrvices, Inc.
The Fayette/Hatwood Enterprise Commumty Steering
Committee

Scott Count Executive Oﬂ‘ice

Norris Lake Enterprise Community

Pecos County

Quanah Economic Development Corporation

City of Terrell

Jim Wells County Master Planning Association

City of Luling

Mitchell County Board of Economic Developmcnt
Marlon County

Middle Rio Grande Development Councll «

Duval County Commissioners Court

South Texas Development Council

Brazos Valley Development Council

City of Gonzales

Jarvis Christian College

Dimmit County Commissioners Court

Buena Vista Independent School District

Rio Grande Valley Empowerment Zonc~C!0 Valley Chamber

of Commerce
City of Presidio’

«'City of Marchall, texas

City of Burnet
El Paso County
Medina Economic Development Foundation

City
Denmark

St. Helena Island
Kingstree
Fairfax
Orangeburg
Surmnter
Marion

Holly Hill
Yemassee
Sisseton
Mountain City
Covington
Bolivar
Johnson City
Athens

Paris
Jacksboro
Memphis

Huntsville
Tazewell

Fort Stockton
Quanah
Terrell

Alice

Luling
Colorado City
Tefferson
Unvalde

San Diego
Laredo

Bryan
Gonzales
Hawkins
Carrizo Springs
Imperial
Weslaco

Presidio
Marshall
Burnet

‘El Paso

Devine

As OF: 7/ 5/94

State

ARARANFE D 995999993

2

NARRE RA4d5934534
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|
!
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Num

"USDA EZ/EC Applications

Entity Name

191
12
218

93
116
177
133
137
138
139
184
185
187
196
205
206

Brazos Valley Development Council
New River Valley Planning District Commission

The Economic Empowerment & Housing Corporation of the

Eastern Shore

City of Eagle Pass

Yakima County ,
Grant County Community Action Council
Central Appalachia Empowerment Zone
Mingo County Commission

Wryoming County Commission

City of Fairmont

P.R.LD.E In Logan County, Inc.
Webster County Commission

McDawell County Action Network

City of Morgantown ’

Lincoln County Economic Development Authority, Inc.

Barbour County Development Authority

Grand Total: 220

Page 6

Bryan
Radford
Nassawadoyx

Eagle Pass
Yakima
Mosés Lake
Clay
Williamson
Pineville
Fairmont
Logan

PO12

Webster Springs

Wilcoe
Morgantown
West Hamlin
Philippi

As OF: 7/ 5/94

State )

TX
VA
VA

WA
WA
WA
WV
wv
wv
WV
WV
wv
WYy
WV
WY
WV
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Dates 07/06/94
. Times $v29 AR

.Page Ho. 1

Depmmnt of Bauung and Urhan Mvelopment
APPLICATION SBQUEHCB oamm .

Provesming and Control Branch

WY, Charlestun

;g oftica of Bmgaaent Community Planning And bwclopmnnt
AV I Applzcaticn sf.uws By Program !

g : » ’ -
Z RRCORD DATE  APP RCPT L ,nnxcm | TYPE GF  CURRNT = DATE REQ DATE KIT REBVIEW REQUEST
LOCATOR nun APP RCVD STATUS  AFPLICANT NAMB/STATE, CITY : _TYPR REQUBST  STATUS ‘RECEIVED HAILED  STATUS . SAMOUHT

re  PROGRAM 35951 OED - » : _ - - . -
0D0G227-01 OLDY 06/27/94 ON TIME = CITY OF ANNISTON S - OTHER . BASIC GRAH UHEROWN  .08/29/9¢ /' / ®IT REVIEW °
N o AL, Anniston . T o o : . ' ) .
00DBISE-0Y ODU3 06/29/9¢ OR TINB . CITY OF PINB BLO¥P o . OTHER - BASIC GRAN UNKNOWR  U8/30/38 '/ / NOT REVIEY . a ]
i ’ s : . : AR, Pine Bluff . - - I . . s
0006242-01 0003 06/29/94 ON TIME = EAST.GT. LOUI8, ILLINOLS T . ofHRR BASIC GRAN UNKNONH  08/i9/%4 / /- NOT mEVIEW 0
. . . -+ I, Bust Saint Louia - . ) ' R . -
T00D55€1-01 G004 DE/29/99 0N TIME  ORANGE, TENAS. - , » ' OFHER BASIC GRAN UNRNOWH 07/02/9¢ / / KOT REVIEW 0
B L ] . TRk, Crenge : : o - T .
000524101 0ODS DE/29/94 0N TIRB = CITY OF GARLAND, ms . . .. OTHER BASIC GRAN URRNOWN 08/29/9¢ / / wOT REVIEW L]
o ) . X, Gerland ) o ‘ .‘ Co . :
DODS249-03 00OS 06/25/94 OR TINR  CITY OF PORT WORTH .~ OTHER BASIC GRAN DEKRONR us/30/9¢ / / WOT RBVIEM - ]
. TH, Port Worth = . . . ' .
@ 0006276-01 0007 06/319/94 03 TIMB  CITY OF SAR AHTORIO - : . OTHER BASIC GRAN UMKROWN = 04/30/54 / / NHOT REVIEW- [
AU ; . TX, Gan Antonio . . : . ] ) . . : ‘ ‘

) g?_? DCO5IBI~03 ONOE 06/Z9/94 ON TIHB - ROUSTON, T% . - OTHRR BASIC GRAN UNRNOWN 6E/30/%4 / / NOT REVIEW 8
utq 0006264-01 DOOY DE/219/94 08 TINE ' €ITY t;r €1 PASO, TEXAS : ' QPHER _BASIC QRAN- URRNOWN 08/30/%4 /. / : HOX REVIEW 0
<t . 7%, 81 Poso . - i . L - o S

o (900s289-01 0010 06/29/98 OR TIME  WAOD o OTEER BASIC GRAN UNRMOWE *osimlsc / / HOR REVIRW L0
bl R . TR, Waco : . : ) ‘ i ° . .

"N 00D6292-01 0013 06/29/94 OF TINS  RORFOLK, wmmu - OFEER BASIC GRAN UHKNOWN ou:m/-.u /. / WROT REVIEW 0

: : R ’ - VA, Roxrfolk . S . " . o - ’ ' .

R QO06425-01 0012 04/29/94 0F TINE CITY OF OAXLAND .. . . - - : QTHUER BASIC GRAN UNREONN oc/n/N / / HO? RRVIEW . 0
~ . . , €A, ocakland - ) » ‘ ‘ B . : . .
' 0006311-01 0011 06/29/8¢ O TINE . CITY OF PORT LAUDERDALE . , © QPEER BRAEIC GRAR VNHNONN  08/30/38 /) '/ O RRVIEW ]
o e . FL, Port Lauderdals oo BRI : N o o ’
= ©008372-01 0014 06/29/56 OF TIMR  CITY OF EAR DIRGO ‘ . OTHER SASIC GRAN UMRMOWN  05730/5& / / wo0 ROVIEY ¢

- . o . B €A, San Diego R LA o ST L . E
& G008257-01 0D3S 06/25/%4 OX TIME SI0UE CXTY, IOWA ) ] QTEER BASIC GBAW CUMKNMOWN ~ 06/20/9¢ / / . HO® REVIER - o
o . . . 1A, Bloux City . ' . . ) . :
“~ . 00D61S4-D1 0016 06/25/94 08 TIME  CITY OF FLINTI, m . . OFEER BASIC GRAN UNKROWN  '66/720/9%% / / - NOR® REVIEW [
- c ME, viint ) » . . ' a ' .

- €008414-01 0017 08/29/94 O TIMR - CHESTER CITY, mmvmts " OTEER BASIC GRAN UNEROWN 06/30/9¢ [/ | WOP REVIEW ]
[ I - - ‘ < PA, Chester . - - T ] o o . )
&5 0006363-01. 0010 0B/2%/54 OF TIMR  HETROPOLITAN DADR COURTY - oTEER BASIC GRAN UNEROWN  06/30/%8. ./ / HOP REVIEW -0

0008275-0) ©019 08/29/94 .04 TIMB  CITY OF AUSTIP : : OFEER BASIC GRAN UNKNOWR  06/30/34 / '/ NOT REVIEW i
- - . TX, Auvstin. . : : . o ’ ’ : ,
- Q0DS252-01 000 D6/23/%¢ ORF TIMB CXTY OF BoS¥ORd - .  OTEBR BASIC GRAH UNKBOWN = 06/)0/5¢ [ / HOT RAVIEW 0
‘ ' : . MA, Boston ) , : . : e . . :
':' 0004269-01 Q023 06/29/94 O TIKE = CITY OF GALVESTON OTHER BASIC CRAM UNEEOWR oe/30/3¢ [/ / HOT REVIER 0
x ‘ ' » X, Galveston ’ : ) - * '
0D08335-01 0022 06/39/94 OB TIKE ¢1TY OF FBEF - S . OIEER BASIC GRAN UNKNOWN: - 06/30/34 / /  NOT REVIEW .0
. - 08, KEWT - ' . P o T, . ;
D006251-01 D023 ©6/29/94 OX TINS CITV OF wncvxxn, TEXAS ’ OTHER BASIC GRAW OWRKOWS  06/30/%4 ./ / ~ HOUR REVIEW )
’ - - . - TX, Longview . ) . }

g, 0G06046-0) G024 06/29/94 a¥ TIMA . ' VERROR/LYNWOOD/LOS RAGELES cxﬂ/ms Mlc's OTHER BRAJIC GRAN UNRNOWN  07/01/% /. / NO¥ REVIEW 0

No- : c €A, Loa Angeles o . . : . ) . .

oF 000£250-03 0025 06/29/54 OF TIME . CXTY OF DUQURGNE ) : - orEER BABIC CRAN UNENOWN  08/)0/94 / / . nMOT REVIEW ]

o , ] oA, Pittebargh oy . . . e . : -

75 0006167-01 QD26 06/30/94 OR TIME CITY 0F CHARLESTON . - OPEER BASIC GRAN CONPLETE 06/30/%4 / / NWOT RHVIEN a.
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" o APPLICATION 3BQUBHG:R ORDER

" Department of !mang and Urban Develdpment

Pxocensing sad Contvol Branch

Date: 07/06/%6

Timer 9125 AM

o oftice ot Mapageament ,Caommonity Planning And Dévexcpnant -
'S_] . Application 6tatus By Program -
g ’ o A : o ,
<Z azcorp DATE - APP RCPT . - APPLEICANT TYPE OF CURRKRT DATE REQ DATE KIT REVIEW REQUBST
" YOCATOR SEQN APP RCVD GTATIUS  APPLICART WAME/STATR, CIZV TYPR REQUEST STATUS RECEIVED MAILED  SPATUS GAMOUNT
" »e  DROGRAN-3335: OED N ' . - . S~
. BODE534-01 0027 06/30/54 ON TIHE . CITR OF CENTRAL FRILS OTHER BASIC GRAN CONPLETRE 07/03/94 -/ / HOT RRVISW ]
. ) : ‘ o RX, Pawtackel ) : ' - T :
0D0E254-01 0028 06/30/S4 O TINE = CITY OF PHOBNIN  OTHER . BAEXC GRAN UNKNOWN 05/30/%4 / [/ RHOP REVIEW a-
T ' AZ, Fhoonix . - . . C
0006290-01 DN2S 0&/23/94 OF TIMNR CITY OF FRESNO OTHER HAEXC GRAN UMRMOWR  06/30/34 </ /| ROT REVIEW 0
: : A CA, Preeno - - o . . L : .
0604293-01 0030 06/25/94 OR TINE  CITY OF PBLLADELPEIA OTHER . BASYC GRAN UNKNOWM . 06/30/9¢ / / ROT REVIEW | . B ]
A » PA, Philadelphis ) S . . 0 .
0008432-01 0032 0€/23/94 OB TIMB CITY OF PECRLM- OTHER BASIC GRAH UNERONW  ©06/30/9%8 - / [/  GOT REVIEW B
. IL, Peoria ' Y - : ) o :
0005289-02 0032 06/297%4 OH TIMR CITY OPF KARSAS CITY, WISSOURL OTHER ' BASIC GRAY UNEROWN  04/30/98 / /  BOR REVINY . o
. - - MO, Ransas chty - - : : - ’ . : : :
. O006370-01 G033 06/30/94 ON TIME  CI7Y OF ATLANTA - - .., OTEER BASIC GRAN COMVLETE U8/20/%4¢ / '/ CONPLETRD -0
- . GA, Atlasta ’ ' _ T 4 : )
BDOE25%-01 0014 06/20/%4 OX TIME PAIRBANES/HORTE STAR BOROUGCH OTHRR. - BASIC GRAN UNRROWN 06/30/94 / / mOT REVIEW , i
. . . BR, ?au'ban)m : - N R N o E R
U006427-01 0035 06/20/98 OF TINE = CITX OF LOUISVILAS, mmcn OFHER BASIC CRAS UNRNOWN  06/20/94 / [/ ROT REVIEW ° S -
o . ’ RY, Lcmlavallo : N . '
0006422-01 0036 06/30/94 OF TR CIT® OF DETROTY g OTHER BASIC GRAR UNKHOWE - 06/30/94 ./ / POT REVIEW . B
L . ‘ »I, Datroit B - ’ ) : .
. 0006272~DX 0037 D6/30/94 OF TIME CITY BND COUNTY OF bmn- OTHER BASIC CRAN UNKHONY  06/30/%¢ / / WOT REVIEW "0
) ) s ©0, Deaver . . - : : ’
‘0008413-01 0036 -06/30/94 ON TIMB CITY OF TUCEOD “ OTHER _BASYC GRAN UNRROWM =~ 06/30/54 /' /  NO® REVIEW ]
. . A%, Tvcaon L Lo . - . ’ . .
P006304-02 G039 0B/30/94 OB TIKE  CITY OF NILNAUKEE OTHER BASIC GRAR UNSROWR 08/30/54 / ./ HOR REVIEW .0
’ . : ©, . . ¥I, Milwauker : : o ‘ i
00062134~01 0040 05/30/¥¢ ON TIHE CITY OF SYRACUSE N OFEER BASIC GRAN CONPLETR = 06/30/9¢ / [/ . COMPLETED 0
’ . " . N¥, CGyracass . - S - . ' : )
000627501 0043 06/20/94 O TIMR . EULLIVAN COUNTY OTHER BRBIC GRAN WRIWOWN  06/30/94 / / B0 REVIEBW 0
e . - ' WY, Ronticello | . ‘ - ) S )
00D6324-01 0042 06/30/94 OR TR CITY OF ROCHEBTER .  OEEER BAXIC GAAN UNKNOWNW ~ . 06/30/34 / / . BOT REVIEW - o o
. ~ K¥, Rocheetsr ‘ . . i : _
0006257-01 0043 06/29/54 08 TIHB GUACHITA PARIGH POLICE .wmf .. OTRER BASIC GRAN OwpHowN  06/30/94 [/ / HOT REVIRW - o
. : : " LR, Houxoe : : R - : o : :
000633101 €O44 06/30/54 OF TIN8 _ CITY OF ASHEVILIR OTHER _'BASIC GRAN UNRSOWN 0s/30/%¢ / [/ HOT REVIEW [«
S ’ 'BC, Ashevilis : N .
"’ 0006304-02 0043 06/30/94 OF TIMB CITY OF WRIATOY OTHER BASIC GRAN UNENOWN  06/30/9¢° / - /. NOT REVIEW 3
- S . - 0B, Gteubenville ) . . - -
 0006396-01 0046 05/29/94 OF TINB  CITY OF DALLAS S i - OTBER BASLC GRAN UNEROWN 06/30/94 / [/ HOT RBVIBW o
.7 . TR, Dallas o . : : R -
" pC06332-03 0047 06/30/94 OR TIME CITY OF SAVANEAH OTHER  _  AABIC GRAN UNRNOWN 66/30/94 / /| ROT REVIBW o
: . GA, Suvanoeh oo N ’ -
DO0E400~02 ODAG D6/30/94 ON TIMB  FORT AKRTBUR, THXRS OTHER BASIC GRAH UNERORN 06/30/94 / / ROT REVIEW o
. - . : TX, Port Arther ) . ; . . X : ' . . e
0006395-0). 0049 06/10/94 O8 TIME - CITY 1O TACOHA orHER BRSIC GRAN UNRROWA  06/30/5¢ / / HOT REVIEW 0
- . : : © . WA, Pocoms - - . o B .
0008543-03 0050 06/29/94 O TIMB  CXTY OP ORLANOMA CITY - OTBER ~ BASIC GRAN UNKNOWR v1/oafye / / HOT REVIEW o
: ' OR, Oklahoms City ' . e
000640601 CO5) 06/20/9¢ OF TIME CITY OF BH1DGRPORT . OTRER BASIC GRAR UNRNOWN- 05/30/%4 / +/  HOT REVIEW o
CT, Bridgeport : . . ’ : .
CITY OF BUFFALO OTHER GRAY UNKROWN  06/10/9¢ '/ / 'HOT REVIEW o

0006393-01 0052 06/30/54 OK TINB

8Y, Bufislo

" BASIC
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_DGOL467-0) 0AT) 08730754 03 TIMR CITY OP SACRAMENTO - OTEER BABIC CRAN COMPLETR
. : " Ch, SacrEmento -

WOT REVIBY

. Dates 07/05!9!
. MPI-!CA'!'!OK SEWBBCB ORDER L N - Processing and Control Branch . Times 5129 AR
) g Ottice of Managament,Comminity Planning And Dw«lopmmst
[\ ) mucatlm Statue By Program o . .
S mscomn  par Asp Ry o : AYPLICANT TYPR 0F CURANT  OATS REQ DATE RIT REVIEW REQUEST .
LOCATOR ~ BBQN APP RCVD BTAIVS APPLICANT NAMR/STATH, c!}n : TEPR BEQURST STAIUE RECEIVED MAXLED  BTAXUS SAMONP
" e FROGRAN.33551 OED S _ o ~ ,
" 0006409-01 0053 05/30/3%4 OB TIME CITY OF RNOXVILLE i OTEBR BRASIC GRAN URKKOWN Bs/30/9¢ VAR § _ROT REVIEW 0
, . - : TH, Knowviile - . . - ' - - . :
V006430-03 0054 06/30/94 08 T CITY OF MINNEAROXIO . - . OTEER - ° BASIC GRAR VHRHOWN - 06/10/_06' / /- sEor ABVIEW e
.. . : HN, Minnoapalie - . ) : : : .
T 0006413«01:005S 06/30/94° OB YIME - . CITY OF RICEMOND . - OTHER © BASIC GRAN UNRNOWN 0s/30/94 / o/ MOT REVIER 0
o o S - VA, Richmond ’ . . : . -
0006754-01 0056 06/30/94 OF TIME  RIGHLAND HILLE WEIGEEOREOOD assocm'nw OTHER ~ DASIC GRAN DNNMOWN  07/08/9¢ '/ /  HOT REVIEW 0
, : A TX, Dallas : S T
0006415-01 Q057 06/29/%4 08 TIMB CITY OF GHERLRY : omm . BASIC GRAN URRNOWH 06/30/94 / 7/ - BOT RRVIEW - [ .
- ’ €D, Greoley - ) . : Vo L L .
0006422-01 0056 06/30/54 OR TIME.  CITY OF SHREVEPORT ' o ) "OTHER BASIC GRAN UNRNOWN  06/30/94 / /  WO? REVIEW 0
’ - Lo L&, Bbreveport . ) ’ ) ) ) : : =
0006430-0) ODED 06/30/94 OF TIMH ~ CITF OF BALTIMORE . - OTHER mlc CRAYN URRNOWN ar/03/%4 " /. ] WOT REVIEW 1]
' o B KD, Baltimore S , . B -
‘000642901 0062 08/30/94 ON TIMB - CITY OF HAWPTON o _ OTHBR on: A,B,c, mom . 06730784 / | ROT REVIEW S0
e ) o . © WA, Hampton ) ’ - T ’ I
0006431-0) 0062 0S/20/94 ON TIMB CITY OF GULFPORT ’ ‘ .OTEER BASIC GRAY comml'm or/03/na I / = COMPLETED ]
. ; NS, Gulfport . L o -
. 0006455-01 ODSED 06/30/98 OR TIMA HEW YORK COUNTY/BRONK COUNTY - ‘oTaBR BASIC GRAN URRNOWH = 07/01/94. / /  wor BRVIEW ]
- . < ) "NV, New York . . o .
0006431-01 UD6Q 08/30/33 OR TIMK HEW CASTIS COUSTY i OTHER BRASIC GRAR COMPLRETE or/03/%4 / [/ CONPLETED T
. . T DB, #ilmington. . . . .
0008421-01 0065 06/3D/94 OB TIMB  CITR OF HAKTPORD . orEBR BASIC GRAN UNENOWH 06/30/9¢ / /  XOT REVIER o
. ©- €T, Rartiord S S B . : : . - i
ooos:u-o‘x 0087 08/30/94 OR TINR CITY OF GREBMVILLE o © | OTHER BASIC GRAD UNRROWEN = 06/30/94 / -/  RHOT REVIEW 0
- .8C, Greanville . ' ) . - A
00664#!-5! Q0éy 06/29/94 oF mm, CITY OF WRWARX - m - BASIC GRAM UNKROWH: 91/@1/9! /7 7 BROT REVIEW 0
- -8, Rewarxk . : - o - - .- N -
0006595-01 0070 06/3‘1/96 OF TINE - €ITY OF PORILAND ’ . . OTHER BRSXC GRAN URREOWN 06/30/%4¢ / ROT REVIEW [/ S
DR, Portlsnd - . " ‘. L . . . .
'ounes'cz-ex oy osl:slu o¥ TIME CITY OF JACHSONVILLE . = - &THAR BASIC ORAW USENOWR - 07/02/58 [ / WOT REVIOW [
o o - PL, Jacksonville . - . ) . ' . : e o
000€442-03 0075 06/30/%4 O8N TIME CITY OF SACRANERIO ’ . OTHBR ERSIC GRAN COHPLETS RI/01/794 7/ CORPLETED ‘0
. ) " CA, Bacraemento - i ) . - - . . .
0008463-01 D077 06/30/94 08 TIMR CITY OF JBRSEY cm A ’ OTHER - BASIC GRAN URRNOWN - UY/0)/94 /7 BoP Raview 9
, : : { HY, Jereey City * . : : . o
. 0006452-01 0078 06/30/%2 on TIH8 CUTY OF CLEVELRND o , OTEER BASIC GRAN UNEBOWN '07/017%4 / / . BOT REVINW -]
o S © O, Clevelend . ) C ) ' o . :
DaNE?32-0) 0300 D6/30/94 OX TINE CITY OF MENPHIS - - - . © UFHER .BASIC GRAN UNRROWN 07/04/34 / / BOT REVIRW [}
TH, Memphis a . . i P . o .
0006‘502-01 i 06130"! on 'S’HIRA CITY OF WASHINGION DC ©  OTEER BASIC GHAN COMPLEYR 07/03/94 - /. [ HOT REVIEW N ]
DC, Wsshingtan ' . ) . o c .
0006347-&1 0302 06/20/94 Oll TIKE - CITY OF BOBILE . ’ OTHER ' - BASIC GRAN UNRBOWN 06/30/%&¢ / / HOT REVIEW 0
_ AL, Mebile S : : o o
O0DR6515-00 0103 06730794 OF TIME CITE, OF CRICAGO, lLLIROIS - OREER | BASIC GRAR UNRNOWW 01/03/%4 /1 . BOT REVIEW [
‘XL, Chicago o o T . - . '
gr/00/%¢ 7/ ¢
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APPLICATION SBQWQ om . Pracessing and Control Branch Qimer 5132 RN .
R Otfice vf Nooagemeot,Conmmmnity Planning Asd Dcvnlayueaﬁ . " ’
- . - : . - )\ppueatioa Steatue By Program
RECORD - . DATE  APP RCPT B . APFLICANT TYPE OF  CURRST  DATE MEQ DATE KIT REVIEW . ABQUBST
LOCATOR SBON-APR RCVD  GTATUS APPLYICAWT WANB/STATE, CTIY - TYPR HEQUEST  STATUS RBCETVED MALLED  STATUS SAROUNT
®e  PROGRAM 33941 OFD - o . . o i
 BO0S205-01 0DO) 06/10/94 OX TIMB CITY OF YARIMA OTERR BASIC GRAN VHRNOWH _~ 08/319/94 / / BOT REVIEW 0
: - ¥a, Yakims - . ’ ) ;
" 0006217-01 0002 06/27/9¢ OF TIHR  SALY LARE CITY omow:cs OTEER BASIC GRAN- UNKKOWM 08727794 / /  HOT REVIEW °
. ; - YR, Salt Lake Clty 4 ) ’ ) .
0006216-03 0001 C6/28/34 O ¥IME  CITY OF OPELIRA, ALABAMA ~ OTHER BASIC GRAN UNKNOWH 06/28/94 [ /. WHOT REVIEW [
C . - ‘AL, Opelika : .
0006299-03 0004 08/29/54 OX TIMB PULR COUNTY SORRD OF COURTY COKMISSIONER OTHER BASIC GRAN UNEROWH 06/30/98 / / wor r:xvxw o
. . - : ., Baxtow - : - . .
00822801 0U05 U6/29/58 OF TIMB CITY OF EALAMATOO . . OTHER BASIC GRAM UNBROWN os/as/es /[ [/ row, nsvxn EON T
. - s N1, Malamasoo . o o o - :
DOUE219-0F ODOS 0A/28/9¢ ON TINR  LAFAYETIE PARISE ama' BASIC CRAN UNRHOWN  08/28/9¢ / /. nwor mm ‘ 0
- oo ) 15, latayette : , o . - .
000€223-01 0007 06/28/24 O TIKB LEX IKGFOR-FAYETTR vamm com GOVERHMEN ma BASIC GRAN UNKNONM 08/268/34. [/ /  ROT REVIEV 0
N ' ' A © RY, Lewkngton . . . T . . .
0006220-01 DONB 06/28/94 ON TINE ~ CXTY OF PADUCAS oTRER BASYC CRAN UNENOWNR 08/28/94 - 7 / ROT REVIER o
. ) : o - - KY, Padeced . ‘ : -
QO08322-03 0009 06/28/94 OH TINA  BROCKLYN NAVY YARD DEVELOPMERT coawonm o'mm BASIC GRAN UREXOWN 08/728/94 / [/ HOT REVIEW 0
. ’ - #Y, Brecklyn , ) . ‘ i . . . -
‘0006224-01 J010 06/38/94 OF TIM®  CLARR COUNTY V oTEER BASIC GHAN UNMKHOWN 06/28/94 / / ROY REVIEW 0
o . NV, La® Vegoe : . e . o L
000EI3¢~-D1 0DIY D06/23/94 OB TIME MARICUPhA COUNTY OTHER BASIC GRAN UNENOWN 05/29794 -/ [ BOT REVIEW .0
- . - . A3, AVONDALR - : : : i )
0008308-01 0012 06/29/94 0¥ TIME HILLSEOROUGE COUNTY . OTEER BASIC GRAN URRMOWH 08/30/54 / /  ROF REVIEW ©
. : . VL, TAMPA - ’ ‘ : : ) Lo
0006229-01 0033 06/29/9¢ OB TINE DEMALD COAIMTE, GRORGIA OTEER " BRSIC GRAH URRNOWR - 06/29%/%4 / [/ ROT REVIEW 0
: '+ GA, Decatur ’ : .
ooosna-ox oou 08/39/94 OR TIME *° CITY OP JACRSOR, megsm OTHRR HABYC GRAN UNKNONN 08728794 F /J BOT REVIEW 0
™, Juckaon T - - . . o :
ooouz»-ot 0015 owzolsc ox s:xm " OGUEN €ITY OTHER BASIC GRAN UWEROWN  .08/29/%4 / /  HOT REVIEW 0
UL, Ogden T S : . -
oooans-o) 0016 06/29/98 ON TIME - CITY OF PACEDALE OTHER BASIC GRAN UNKROWR 05/3%/98 / J ¥OT REVIBW, - ]
. ) HO, Saint Louims - ~ . . B - . . ;
©. 0G06334~0Y QDL7 RE/2%/%4 OH 1R CIT¥ OF AIVERSIDE - OTHER BASIC GRAN UNRROWN. 06/30/%¢ / / HOT REVIEW [ -
. : - €a, Rivernide B : S T L :
£006210-02 0010 06/39/98 OF TIME . CITY OF PORT BHITH, ARKANSHS - OTHER © BASIC CRAN UNENCOHWN 06/2%/94 / / YOT REVIEW b
S © AH, Pert Smith o . . . : _ i
0006313-01 DOLY 06/29/96 OB TIKR CTTY OF BELOIT OTEER BRS1C GRAN UNKHOWS 06/30/%4 / /  ROT REVIEW A ]
) W1, Boloit ] ; . ‘ - y
0006217-01 D020 06/29/58 OX TINE - PIERCB COUNTY, WASHINGTOR " OTEER - BASIC GRAN OUNRNOWE 08/29/%¢ ./ / HOT BREVIEW e
: - W, Tactoma. ' 3 . . .
00064344-01 002} 06/29/52 ON TIMB  HUNTINGTON PARR/LOS a.mms ctn/m m _OTERR SABIC GRAN UNEROWN 07/03/94. 7 /  BOT RERVIEW - 9
. CA, Los Apgales . - . R : E
0a06220-03 0022 08/29/9%8 o8 TG CITY OP SPARTRNBURG OTHER BASIC GRAN UNEMOWN 06/29/94 / /  NOT REVIEW 0 -
BC, Spaxtanburg ) - ' ’ . : . . ,
000622301 0023 06/29/94 OF. TIMR®  CITY OF CEDAR mms. h OTHER BASIC GRAN URKHOWS - 06/29/9¢ / [/  HOT REVIEW L
’ . o IR, Cedaxr Repids - ’ . : : : .
0006236-0) 0024 08/25/94 0% TuM CITY OF MACON, GECRGIA OTHER BASIC GRAN UNKNOWN 06/29/38 J '/ ¥OR REVIEW 0
- .  GA,, MACDN ’ . . . o .
‘o005394-01 0025 VE/30/94Q ON TIMN CITY OF RACINR OTEBR, BASXC GRAM UNKROWH 04/30/58 / [/  HOT RRVIGW 4
: ¥1, Rscine . : ’ . ’ : : .
CITY OF BELL OTHER -08/30/88 /1 / o

4006302<01 D026 08/30/%4 OB TINB

€A, BELY

BAEIC GRAN UNKROWN -

ROT REVIEW
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.Dates 07/06/94

'06063104! 0053 08/25/94 OF XIMB

o, Haosiicld

Paga fo. 2 neputment of nwalng snd Urban oevelqment. .
Avnxcmmn ﬁtal!m onmm N Processing and Control Branch Tiwes H332 MM
0ffice of Hanugement,Community Planniecg And Developmeant .
Application Status By Program
HRCORD ° ‘DATE RPP RCRT C . APPLICANT 'TYPE OF - CURRET DATE REQ DATE KIT REVIEW REQUEST
. LOCATOR ° GEQN APP RCVD STATUS APPLICANT NAMB/ETATE, CITY VPR nxmmsr STRIVS RECEIVED MAILED  STATUS SANOUNT
s PROGRAM 35941 OED ' o . ) v R .
_OBOS282-01 0027 06/3%/94 oN rna CITY FONTIAL . OTHER BASYC GRAN UNRROWR ~ 04/29/84 / /  mOT REVIEW o
] MI, PONTIAC . : . B : -
9006245_-9; N}?O 05/29/%4 O8 TIMR €I OF BEADRONT CTEER ~ BASIC GRAN QHENOWN 0&/29(96 /- [ RoT REVIEW [
) . o %3, Beaumont - " . S
Q005753.D1 002% ©6/30/94 ON TIMB  STATE OF- WICHIGAN OTHER BRSIC GRAN UNRNOWR 07/04/94¢ / / ROT REVIEW o
. o ’ . KX, Seginaw . . . : e \ ) -
0008247-01 0030 0E/2%/54 OR TINR CIZY OF LAREDO, THRXAS OTEER BASYC GRAN UNRROWN - 08729794 /-7 ROT RRVIEW [}
. . R %, Laredo - L : . : . - “
0D06243-01 00I1.-06/29/94 OR TIMB CITY OF GALENA m - OTHBR BASIC GRAR UNKNOWN. 66/29/98 / / ROT REVIEW [
. i L . %%, Bovetan ' . . . .
0006532-01 0032 66/30/98 O TIMB = CITY OF GANTA ANA - OTHER BASIC GRAN COMPLETE 07/01/94 / / NOT REVIEW. [}
o L " ¢A, Santa Ans : - . . o S
: 000832001 003) 06/25/98 OB TIMP CITY OF SPRIRCRI®LY OTHER BAS1C CRAN URENOWN . 06/30/9%4 r / HOT REVIEW. o
.. L . WA, Springfield Co -
0006246~01 DO3A ©6/29/94 OF TINB BCTOR COUNTY, TBYAY - OTHER BASIC CRAN UNNNOWH & 06/25%/9¢ / /| NOT REVIEW o
: a ' ° ' TR, Odessa . L e .
0UNE2IT-03 00IS OK/29/94 OR TINR CXTY OF INEKSTER, HICBIW OTHER BASEC GRAN UWNHONN 0_6139/96 /! HOT? REVIEW [ I
‘ - . * . M3, EInkatexr - s - . . . o )

0006231-03 0036 06/29/94 DX TINE CI1yY OF LUBROCH OYBXR BASIC GRAN UNRARONR 06/35/94 / 7/ HOT REVIEW ]
< . TK, Lunbock ) L. S 5 -
0006235-01_DOI7 08/29/94 0N TIKE HETROPOLITAN GOVERNMEWT OF MASHVELLE & D o¥EER BASIC GRAM UNKNOWN  06/23/94 /7 /  WOT REVIRW °

. . ) : TH, Naabville . B -
QDOS268-0) DO 06/30/99 O¥ TIME SCRARTON mam . BASIC GRAN UNBROWH - 06/30/%¢ / ]  FOF ROVIEW [
c PA, Boranton ) R . N
0006327-02 0039 06/30/94 ON TiWB CITY OF ALTOONR OTHER BASIC GRAR CROPLETE . 06/30/9%  / [/ CONPLETED [
- _PA, Rltoona ° . T . . . - ) S
. ODO0833S-03 D040 06/29/%4 OF TNV CITY OF TEXARRARA OFEER BASTC GRAR UNRNOWN. 06/30/84 / [ HOD? REVIRW -0
N e ' TH, Taxarkann 5 K B L ) i
00DE329-03 DO4&2 06/29/94 OF TINE CIPY OF LB CROSSE N OTHER BASTC CRAN UNRNOWN 06/3¢/84 -/ / HOT REVIEW 0
’ . o ) . W1, 18 Cronee . . B o . - . . .
0006248-0) 0042 08/23/9¢ O4. TINE - CITY OF DENTON = - . L . ' OTEBR  BASIC GRAN UNRNOWR 06/3c/84a / / yoy paviEw [ T
) B TX, Denton ) : ’ - , - ) o
0GDE317-D) D046 06/30/54 OF TIKB BROCETON OTEER BASTC GRAN UHRENOWR 0§/30/9¢ / [/ COMPLEIRD ')
) WA, Brockton . . . : ) ’ . :
0006323-0) 0045 06/35/94 OB TIMB CITY OF JOPLIN, MIGSGURI . OTEER " BASIC GRAN URKHOWN 05/30/% -/ [ BOD REVIEW 0
’ . . m, Joplin . . o - ’
O006951-01-00488 06/29/54 OR T1MR mms-cum cCOUnTY . -~ OTHEER - _BASXC GRAN . ONKNOWN D8/30/94 / J/ HOD REVIBW ]
- . A, ATHERS : : ST - . . : L ) .
0008262-0% DDAT? Q8/29/94 OB TIME C1TY OF EBAGT FALO ALTO OTHER BASIC GRAN UHRWONY. - 06/30/94 / / NOT REVIEW [
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 11, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR THE FIRST LADY
FROM: Carol H. Rascd@4;?
——
SUBJECT: . Empowerment Zone/Enterprise Community (EZ/EC)
"~ Program

In response to our conversation last week, I will outline for you.
the current status of the EZ/EC process. I have also attached
copies of the form letters Bob Rubin and I are using in response
to letters of endorsement.

On June 30, 1994, The Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) and Agriculture (USDA) received 525 applications from
communities applying for EZs and ECs. HUD received 295 urban
applications (77 of which are of Empowerment Zones). USDA has
received 230 rural applications.

The coordinated process for reviewing these applications will
proceed over the summer. Secretaries Cisneros and Espy will
consult with the members of the Community Enterprise Board on the
results of the review process, before making final designations.

Designations are expected to begin sometime in the fall.

The review of these applications will be closely guarded. USDA
and HUD have leased space on 7th and D Streets, SW (Reporter’s
Building), which will serve as the government-wide work site for
all members of the Community Enterprise Board (CEB) to review the
applications. No individual who has not gone through training
will be allowed into the reviewing area.

Reviewers from USDA, HUD, HHS, Transportation, Justice, Commerce,
Education, SBA, and EPA are working in teams for comprehensive
review of all applications. After analyzing the applications,
each team will make a presentation to a Ratings Panel of three to
five individuals. The Ratings Panel will rate each application
on a relative point scale; points will be awarded in specific
categories, including the quality of the strategic plan, the
strength of assurances of support, the quality of community and
business sector input, innovation, community partnership, and
need. The Ratings Panel will then submit its recommendations to
the respective secretaries. Secretary Cisneros will then review
the recommended urban applications and Secretary Espy will review
the recommended rural applications. The 40 best applications
will go to the Community Enterprise Board (CEB) from Secretaries
Cisneros and Espy at the beginning of September. At that point,
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the members of the CEB will have approximately one to two weeks
to review the recommendations.

Membership of the CEB is as follows:

Vice President (Chair)

Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy (Vice Chair)
Assistant to the President for Economlc Policy (Vice Chair)
Secretary of Agriculture

" Secretary of HUD

. Secretary of HHS

Secretary of the Treasury

Secretary of the Interior

Secretary of Commerce

Secretary of Labor

Secretary of Transportation

Secretary of Education

Attorney General

Director of the Office of National Drug Ccntrol Policy
Administrator of the EPA

Administrator of the SBA:

Chair of the Council of Economic Advisers

Director of the Office of Management and Budget

What’s At Stake

104 designations will be awarded. 9 of these are
Empowerment Zones (6 urban and 3 rural). The other 95 are
Enterprise Communities (65 urban and 30 rural).

Communities who win designation as an Enterprise Community
receive:

1. Tax-Exempt Facility Bonds for certain private business
activities. This new category of private activity bonds is
available as a tax incentive to finance purchases of
business property and land in both ECs and EZs.

2. $3 million in EZ/EC-Social Service Block Grant funds to
be used for economic and human development.

3. Special consideration in competition for approximately $3
to $5 billion in Federal programs.

4. One-Stop Shopping for program/regulatory flexlbility
through the CEB.
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Communities who win designation as an Empowerment Zone
receive:

1. All benefits provided to ECs.

2. Substantial EZ/EC-SSBG funds: Up to $40 million for each
rural zone and up to $100 million for each urban zone.

3. An Employer Wage Credit for EZ residents is extended to
qualified employers engaged in trade, or business, in EZs.
The Credit is available to any employer engaged in a trade
or business in an EZ, even if it is not an "Enterprise Zone
business." The tax credit is up to 20% of the first $15,000
of qualified wages and expenses for training paid or
incurred to each resident employee who meets the relevant
criteria.

4. Businesses are afforded an increased Section 179
Deduction for qualified properties. The maximum Section 179
Deduction for depreciable tangible property (not land or
buildings) is increased from $17,500 to $37,500 for EZ
businesses. '

Prohibited White House Contacts Regarding EZ/EC Applications

In order to insure the fairness of the selection process,
White House Counsel has issued procedures to govern
communications between White House staff and executive branch
agencies regarding the EZ/EC application process. These
guidelines limit contacts between the White House and the
agencies. Only the DPC, NEC, and Office of the Vice President
may contact agencies involved in the selection process. Our
staffs will not review any of the applications until the
Secretaries of HUD and USDA make their recommendations to the
Community Enterprise Board as a whole until September. Comments
about applications made to.our staff are forwarded without
comment to HUD and USDA.

Please let me know if I can provide further information.

Attachments
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The Honorable
United States
Washington, D.C. 205

Dear’ :

Thank you for writing me expressing your support for the
application submitted by . I applaud the city/community of
‘ for their efforts on behalf of their application and the
work that they have done to bring their community together in
devising their strategic vision for change. I sincerely hope
that the planning process has proved beneficial to .

As you know, the urban Empowerment Zones and Enterprise
Communities will ultimately be designated by Secretary Cisneros
and the rural Zones and Communities will be designated by
Secretary Espy. In creating the Community Enterprise Board,
which the Vice President chairs and for which Bob Rubin and I act
as Vice-Chairs, the President directed the Secretaries to consult
with the Board, primarily to insure interagency coordination and
cooperation with the designated Zones and Communities.

The Departments of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and
Agriculture (USDA) have developed a coordinated review process
that includes reviewers from agencies represented on the
Community Enterprise Board. HUD has received 295 urban
applications (77 of which are for Empowerment Zones). USDA has
received 230 rural applications. The coordinated process for
reviewing these applications will proceed over the summer.
Secretaries Cisneros and Espy will consult with the members of
the Community Enterprise Board on the results of the review
process, before making final designations. Designations are
expected to begin sometime in the fall. '

Based on. accounts from newspapers across the country, the
Empowerment Zone/Enterprise Community application process has
been a great success in generating enthusiasm among residents to
work together in a comprehensive approach to making their
communities better places to live and work. As vice chair of the
Community Enterprise Board, I look forward to working with the
Empowerment Zone/Enterprise Community designees on implementation
of their strategic plans.

Sincerely,

_ Carol Rasco '
. ' Assistant to the President.
. for Domestic Policy
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July 21, 1994

1~
2~ .
3~

: Dear 4~

Thank you for the letter you sent me concernxng
5~’s application for designation as an
Empowerment Zone (EZ) or. Enterprise Community
(EC).

At this juncture, it would be inappropriate for:
me to comment on your application. However, I
hope the planning process has been a: positive
exercise. for 5~ and I wish you luck in pursuing
your strateglc vision. « :

Sincerely,

>Carol H. Rasco )
Assistant to the President
- for Domestic Policy

. CHR:ram
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE FIRST LADY -~/
FROM: CAROL RASCO ~

..SUBJECT PRQGEDU—RES—FGR—RE—‘HEWGF EMPOWERMENT .
o ZONE/ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY (EZ/EC) AP-BL—IG#EHGN-Ss

. \%Pe%nversat1on-ea;£&f$;sweek I Wanted-t6-apprise—yol) of-thtprobedures £
Backgmu.,d“lm E‘?Zlecm &Mm alny oTlFEA,

On June 30, 1994, The Departments of Hous1ng and Urban Development (HUD) and & CUUL
Agriculture (USDA) received 525 applications from communities applying for EZs and ECs.. |
HUD received 295 urban applications (77 of wh1ch are for Empowerment Zones) USDA has ) '
rece1ved 230 rural appl1cat1ons ‘ o :

~The coord_1natedlproc,ess for reviewing these. applications will proceed over the - A0 '
summer. Secretaries Cisneros and Espy will consult with the members of the Community ) ’Q'%
Enterpr1se Board on the results of the rev1ew process before mak1ng f1nal des1gnat1ons ‘ : %

, - The review of these applrcat10ns w1ll be closely guarded USDA and HUD have M
. leased space on 7th and D Streets, SW (Reporters Building), which will serve as the * L
govemment—w1de work site for all members of the Community Entérprise Board (CEB) to

review the applications. No 1nd1v1dual who has not’ gone through tra1n1ng will be allowed
‘ .into the rev1ew1ng area. : :

Rev1ewers from USDA HUD HHS, Transportat1on Justice, Commerce Educat1on '
SBA, and EPA are working in teams for comprehens1ve review of all appl1cat1ons After
~ analyzing the applications, each team will make a presentation to a Rat1ngs Panel of three to -
- five individuals. The Ratings Panel will rate-each application on a relative point scale; points
" will be awarded in specific categories, including 'the quality of the strategic plan, the strength
_ of assurances' of support, the quality of community and business sector input, innovation,
-community partnership, and need. The. Ratings Panel will then subm1t its reccommendations to .
the respective secretaries. Secretary Cisneros will then review the recommended urban
- applications and Secretary Espy ‘'will review the recommended rural applications. The 40 best
, appl1cat1ons w1ll go to the Commumty Enterpr1se Board (CEB) from Secretar1es C1sneros and



. Espy at the beginning of September At that pomt the members of the CEB will have '
‘ approxxmately one to two weeks to review the recommcndatlons B

Membership of the CEB is as fnllowsz B
Vice President (Chalr) ' y -
Assistant to the President for Domestlc Pohcy (V1ce Chalr)
- Assistant to the President for Economic Pohcy (Vlcc Chalr)
" Secretary of Agriculture
Secretary of HUD .
" Secretary of HHS ‘
Secretary of the Treasury - -
Secretary of the Interior
Secretary of Commerce
Secretary. of Labor
Secretary of Transportation
Secretary of Education
Attorney General
Director of the Office of Natlonal Drug Control Pohcy
Administrator of the EPA v
Administrator of the SBA
* Chair of the Council of Economic Advisers o
" Director of the Office of Management and Budget

What's At Stake . Lo .

- 104 demgnatrons w111 be- awarded 9 of these are Empowerment Zones (6 urban and 3 o )
\rural) ‘The other 95 are Enterprise Commumtles (65 urban and 30 rural) :

- Communltles who win desrgnatlon as an Enterpnse Commumty recelvc
1 Tax-Exempt Facility Bonds for certam‘pnvate busmcss act‘1v1t1es. This new
category of private activity bonds is available as a tax incentive to finance-

purchases of busmess property and land in both ECs and EZs:

T2:%3 mrlllon in EZ/EC—Soc1a1 Service Block Grant funds to be used for A |
economic and human devclopment : :

3. Spec1al consideration in competltlon for approx1mately $3 to $5 bllllon in
Federal prograrns : S

,4 Onc—Stop Shopplng for program{regulatory ﬂexrblhty through the CEB.
vCommumtles who w1n desrgnatron as an Empowerment Zone reccrve

. 1'.' All benefits provided ,to ECS. _‘



2 Substantral EZ/EC SSBG funds: Up to $40 mrlllon for each rural zone and -
up to $100 mllllon for each urban zone . .

3. An Employer Wage Credlt for EZ residents is extended to qualrfred

. employers engaged in trade, or business, in EZs. - The Credit is available to any ,
‘employer engaged in a trade or business in an EZ, even if it is not an . '
"Enterprise Zone business.” The tax credit is up to 20% of the first $15,000 of
qualified wages and expenses for training paid or mcurred to each re31dent '
employee who . rneets the relevant Criteria.

4, Busmesses are afforded an 1ncreased Section 179 Deductron for qualrﬁed prOpernes .
.- The. maximum Séction 179 Deduction for depreciable tanglble property (not land or '
';burldrngs) is mcreased from $17,500 to $37,500 for EZ busmesses C

Prohlblted White House Contacts Regardmg EZ/EC Apphcatlons

In order to insure the falmess of the selection process Whrte House Counsel has -
1ssued procedures to govern communications between White Housé. staff and executive branch
agenc1es regarding the EZ/EC appllcanon process. ‘These guidelines' limit contacts between
‘the White House and the agencies. Only the DPC, NEC; and Office of the Vice President

* . may contact agencies involved in the selection process.’ ' Our staffs will not review any of the

applications until the Secretarrcs of HUD and USDA make their recommendations to the
Community Enterprise Board as a whole until September. Comments about applications
Vmade -to our staff are forwarded wrthout cornrnent to HUD and USDA We-behem_these;
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UNRESOLVED ISSUE -

An unresolved issue is the exact boundary lines and the number
of people who are included in The Bronx subarea. Although
originally not considered for inclusion, The Bronx was invited to
part:c;pate in the empowerment zone by Mayor Rudolph Giuliani in
the spring of 1994, with boundary lines already prescribed and a
population cap of approx;mately 33,000 people.

New York State/New York City Proposal

New York State and New York City mapped a subarea with

boundary lines that consisted of 9 industrial and 6 residential
. census tracts with 33,196 people., This was amended later to
include two additional industrial tracts covering Hunts Point with
a population count reaching 33,592 (See map, next page). This
constitutes 16.8% of the 200,000 empowerment zone population cap or
roughly 5.5% of The Bronx population living in poverty areas.

Noteworthy is that this Bronx sub-area does not meet the
Empowerment Zone criteria of balance or neighborhood. The city’s
and state’s focus was mainly on industrial areas sliced out of the
functional and economic fabric of The Bronx,

Although clearly containing a population in poverty, the
outstanding characteristics of the residential census tracts are

that they:

1. frame the industrial tracts in a thin sliver
2. are not drawn around neighborhooas

3. do not represent the areas of the borough’s highest
socxal and phy51cal distress

4. include mostly built up areas while bypassing those in
greatest need; with the greatest opportunity for new
residential and commercial development _

5. are of limited strateglc value for the redevelopment of
the South Bronx

Alternative Bronx Based Proposal

v Congressman Jose E. Serrano and Borough President Fernando
Ferrer submitted an alternative which xrepresents community
consensus with respect to priorities for intervention for the
rebuilding of the borough’s communities. The alternative suggested
to peel away three census tracts around the Yankee Stadium area and
one in Mott Haven, and draw the boundary lines in a more balanced

3
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) .
fashion around existing neighborhoods. A deminimus increase in the
population count was necessary to meet this objective. As a result

the total population for the proposed alternatives rose by 5,791
people to a total of 39,383 or 19.6% of the total Empowerment Zone

population (see map, next page).

The outstanding characteristics of these boundary lines are
that they:

1. are in an optimal way drawn around existing neighborhoods
{Mott Haven, Melrose)

2, while not the only oOnes, inclﬁde census tracts which are
among the Dborough’s  socially and physically most
distressed areas.

3. ineclude ‘neighborhoods which are the main focus for

development in accordance with the Bronx Center Plan, a
model approach for community building, and therefore of
high strateqgic value for Bronx revitalization,

4. include areas which represent a balance of many different

land uses, and include unique opportunities for economic

development {Hub retail expansion), educational
facilities (Boricua College), housing (Melrose Commons),
human services (service cluster project), citizen
participation (Bronx Planning Center), etc.

5, contain development opportunities which could create the
greatest possible ripple effect through the adjacent
nejighborhoods

6. include a large part of the area (Bronx Center) for which

2 holistic redevelopment plan has been laid out as a

result of a bottom-up planning process in Wthb HUD .

expects to build empowered communities.

Bronx Response to the Issuc

The dispute on the boundary lines was never resolved. The
borough’s community participation process for the development of
the vision and strategic plan included all census tracts. The
stakeholders of -‘The Bronx therefore submitted for inclusion in the
New York City empowerment 2zone an area consisting of 23 census
tracts (See map, page after next) with a total population count of
59,236 people (33,592 plus 25,644).

Only in this configuration The Bronx, as a participant in the
zone, could have reasonable hope to meet the challenge of poverty
in some meaningful measure.
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EMPOWERMENT ZONE PROPOSAL BY
CONGRESSMAN JOSE SERRANO AND
BRONX BOROUGH PRESIDENT FERNANDO FERRER

TOTAL POPULATION: 39,383
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"THE WHITE HOUSE ‘
WASHINGTON

August 1, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR DPC STAFF

FROM: CAROL RASCO

SUBJECT: PROCEDURES FOR DPC REVIEW OF\EMPOWERMENT %L

Z0 NTERPRISE COMMUNITY (EZ/EC) APPLICATIONS

The following are guidelines and procedures for review of the Empowerment
Zone/Enterprise Community (EZ/EC) applications by Domestic Policy Council (DPC) staff.
Please review these guidelines and procedures carefully and provide Paul Weinstein with any
comments by the close of business Friday (August 5). In order to insure that this Presidential
initiative is successful, we will need each one of you to carefully review these applications.

B ackground

On June 30, 1994, The Departments of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and
Agriculture (USDA) received 525 applications from communities applying for EZs and ECs. .
HUD received 295 urban applications (77 of which are for Empowermcnt Zones) USDA has
received 230 rural apphcatlons

The coordinated process for reviewing these applications will proceed over the
summer. Secretaries Cisneros and Espy will consult with the members of the Community
Enterprise Board on the results of the review process, before making final designations.
Designations are expected to begin sometime in the fall.

The review of these applications will be closely guarded. USDA and HUD have
leased space on 7th and D Streets, SW (Reporter's Building), which will serve as the
government-wide work site for all members of the Community Enterprise Board (CEB) to

‘review the applications. No individual who has not. gone through training will be allowed
into the reviewing area.

. Reviewcrs from USDA, HUD, HHS, Transportation, Justice, Commerce, Education,
SBA, and EPA are working in teams for comprehensive review of all applications. After
analyzing the applications, each team will make a presentation to a Ratings Panel of three to
five individuals. The Ratings Panel will rate each application on a relative point scale; points
will be awarded in specific categories, including the quality of the strategic plan, the strength
of assurances of support, the quality of community and business sector input, innovation,
community partriership, and need. The Ratings Panel will then submit its recommendations to



; - the respectlve secretarres Secretary Clsneros w1ll then Teview the recommended urban -

< appl1cat1ons and Secretary Espy will-review: the recommended rural appl1cat10ns The 40 best’

-,.-31.-;-’ appl1cat1ons will.go:to the Commumty Enterprrse Board (CEB). from Secretaries Cisneros and
- Espy. at the’ beg1nn1ng of September At that point the members of the CEB will have
: approx1mately one to two weeks to. rev1ew the recommendat1ons -

Membersh1p of the CEB is as follows

" Vice President (Cha1r) : '
" Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy (V1ce Cha1r)
. Assistant to the President for Economrc POlle (V1ce Cha1r)
* ‘Secretary of Agriculture .
+ Secretary of HUD.
Secretary of HHS
Secretary of the Treasury
Secretary of the Interior
Secretary of Commerce
Secretary of Labor
Secretary of Transportation
Secretary of Education
"Attorney General
* Director of the Office of Nat10nal Drug Control Pol1cy
Administrator of the EPA = l
Administrator of the SBA . * e
Chair of the Council of Economic Adv1sers '
_ Director of the Office of Management and Budget

What' take
104 designations w1ll be awarded 9 of these are Empowerment Zones (6 urban and 3
rural). The other 95 are Enterpr1se Communities (65 urban and 30 rural)
: Communrtles who win des1gnat10n as-an Enterprrse Commun1ty rece1ve
1. Tax—Exempt Fac1l1ty Bonds_«for certain pnvate bus1ness actr_v1t1es. “This new
. category of private activity bonds is available as a tax incentive to finance

purchases of business property and .land in both ECs and EZs.

- 2. $3 million in EZ/EC—Soc1al Serv1ce Block Grant funds to be used for -
economic and human development '

3. Special consideration in competmon for appr0x1mately $3 to $5.billion in
,Federal Pprograms. . :

4. One—Stop Shopping for program/regulatory,-ﬂexibility through the CEB.



S Commumtles who wm dcmgnatmn as an Empowerment Zonc rccelve

-v L. All beneflts prov1dcd o ECS
2. Substantlal EZ/EC—SSBG funds Up to $40 mllhon for each rural zone and
up to $100 million for each urban zone

3. An Employer Wagé Credit for EZ resndents is extended to qualified _
employers engaged in trade, or. business, in EZs. The Credit is available to any
employer engaged in a trade or business in an EZ, even if it is not an
"Enterprise Zone business.” The tax credit is up to 20% of the first $15,000 of
qualified wages and expenses for training pald or incurred to each resident
employee who meets the relevant criteria. '

+

4. Businesses. are afforded an incrcased Scctinn 1’?9 Deduction for qualified properties.
The maximum Section 179 Deduction for depreciable tangible property (not land or
bulldlngs) is increased from $17 500 to $37,500 for EZ busmesscs

Procedures
_ Each of you will be asked to.comment on the rcoommended applications submitted to -
- the CEB by Secretaries Cisneros and Espy. You are more than welcome to .comment on all

aspects of a particular application, but your chief focus should be on those parts that are .-
related to your dssue areas. Your comments should be guided by the following:

1. Is the strategic plan, as it relates to your issue areas, innovative?

2. Is the strategic plan, as it relates to ynur issue axeas' consistent with the
~ President's goals/major policy initiatives? W111 thc plan promote those goals
. and policy initiatives? :

3. Is the Stra'tegiclplan, as it relates to your issue areas, likclynto'be succcssfnl?
- Will it promote change? " Will it make people's lives better? -

4. Will the waiver requests, as they relate to your issue areas, promote
1nn0vat10n" Do they address real problems? Do you recommend that we
approve the waiver requests?

5. Are pnvatc sector, State and local government resources belng leveragcd
effectively and to the fullest extent possible? :

6. Do_ you believe the plan was developed with cdminunity participation as it .
.relates to your issue areas? -Does the plan focus on bottom-up approaches to
community development? Will it empower community. residents?




" 7. Are the programs requested for targeting to the EZ/EC appropriate for the -
purposes requested for in the apphcatxon? Is this the best use of these: program :
dollars. (A menu of Federal programs being made avallable to EZ/EC
designees on a priority basis is attached). - : :

8. Does the plan effectlvely promote coordmatxon? Is reinvention an 1ntegral
part of the plan? :

9. Is the money truly being used for programs (some governmental entities will
want to use the money for budget shortfalls in existing programs or,
administrative costs). .

Much of your focus wﬂl be on how a particular community proposes to utilize the
Title XX dollars. However, you should also note where the tax incentives are being used to -
. promote Administration policy goals. For example, a commitment from private sources to
use the new tax-exempt private facility bonds to finance the purchase of a building for a new
child care facﬂlty, community health center, or a commumty development credit union.

~ When you make your recommendation, please do so as it relates to other applications.
"You should describe your recommendation in quahtatlve terms in order to provide a full
plcture of each apphcatlons strength and weaknesses. , :

_ ars an appllcatlon does not address pollcles or programs related to your issue
areas, please note that on the DPC review sheet. You need not provrde a
recommendatlon or comments.) :

- A DPC review sheet will be attached to each appllcatxon (a draft is- attached) Each of
you should provide your comments and recommendations and initial the review sheet after
you have completed your analysis (please feel free to use a separate piece of paper). Upon
completion of the review, please return the application to Paul Weinstein in room 217. . Paul
will maintain a log sheet of which DPC staffer has a particular application. Once everyone
has examined the application, Bruce Reed and Paul Weinstein will assess all the comments -
- and make a recommendation to me. I wxll use thelr comments and yours for the basis of my
recommendatlon

, Smcc we will receive.only one copy of each appllcatlon Paul Weinstein will be -

responsible for circulating them to every DPC staffer. Remember, we will have only about 1-
to 2 weeks to review these 40 appl1cat10ns and some are several volumes long. Please ‘
- cooperate with Paul to insure that this process runs smoothly

‘ One ﬁnal note. The review of the EZ!EC applications is highly confidential.
Please be advised that staff should not be discussing these applications with anyone
- outside or inside the administration with the exception of other DPC staff.



DPC REVIEW SHEET
EMPOWERMENT ZONE/ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY APPLICATIONS

- Appllcatlon From ' - '_ S ,..4”« EZ/EC c T‘EC;C;

_AGRICULTURAL'PROGRAMS (Marion Berry)

« Comments

+ Recommendation

Initials

' CHILDREN'S & FAMILIES (Bill Galston/Kathi Way)

« Comments

+ Remarks

Initials




'?";CRIME“(Jbse_Cefda);\K:

'« Comments

+ Recommendation

‘-‘Initials

DRUG PREVENTION (Jose Cerda)

« Comments.

'« Recommendation.

“Initials




' ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (Paul Weinstein) - . - - = . =

'« Comments

» Recommendation

-

Initials

‘ EDUCATION AND TRAINING (Bill GalstonfMike Schmidt)

+ Comments

..+ . Recommendation

initials




IMMIGRATION (Steve Warnath)

s Comments

» Recommendation

-

Initials

REINVENTING GOVERNMENT (Paul Weinstein) :

« Comments

» Recommendation

Initials




SOCIAL SERVICES/LOW INCOME ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS[WELFAR (Kathl
Way/Jeremy Ben- -Ami)

-Comments

+ Recommendation

Initials

TAX INCENTIVES (Paul Weinstein)

« Comments

« Recommendation.

Initials




'TECHNOLOGY (Paul Weinstein/Mike Schmidt)

« Comments

¢« Recommendation

Initials

TRANSPORTATION/INFRASTRUCTURE (Mike Schmidt/Paul Weinstein)

. Cpmments

« Recommendation

Initials
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OVERALIL RECOMMENDATION TO CHR (Bruée Reed & Paul Weinstein)

» Comments

+ Recommendation

Initials
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ENERGY (Brian Burke)

+« Comments

» Recommendation

Initials

ENVIRONMENT (Brian Burke)

« Comments

+ Recommendation

Initials




HEALTH (Christine Heenan/Lynn Margherio)

« Comments

+ Recommendation

Initials

HOMELESSNESS (Jeremy Ben-Ami)

+ Comments

« Recommendation

-

Initials




HOUSING (Paul Weinstein)

« Comments

s Recommendation

Initials

DISABILITY POLICY (Stan Herr)

+ Comments

« Recommendation

Initials




THIS FORM MARKS THE FILE LOCATION OF ITEM NUMBER ! :
LISTED IN THE WITHDRAWAL SHEET AT THE FRONT OF THIS FOLDER.




