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by those who share our interests and
concerns. In the course of responding to
proposed ADD priority areas, numerous
coalitions have been formed and/or
strengthened. The 62 comment letters
received by the close of the comment
period, the 5 letters postmarked after
that date, and the 193 telephone
inquiries indicate a growing nationwide
force. Though we cannot fund every
proposal, we will not allow the intense
efforts to consult and collaborate to
dissipate if a project is not funded. ADD
will seek ways to create linkages so that
the energy in this repository can become
an ever greater resource.

Part III. The Review Process

A. Eligible Applicants

Before applications are reviewed,
each will be screened to determine that
the applicant is eligible for funding, as
specified under the selected priority
area. Applications from organizations
which do not meet the eligibility
requirements for the priority area will
not be considered or reviewed in the
competition, and the applicant will be
so informed.

Only public or non-profit private
entities, not individuals, are eligible to
apply under any of the priority areas.
On all applications developed jointly by
more than one agency or organization,
the applications must identify only one
organization as the lead organization
and official applicant. The other
participating agencies and organizations
can be included as co-participants,
subgrantees or subcontractors.

Any nonprofit organization
submitting an application must submit
proof of its nonprofit status in its
application at the time of submission.
One means of accomplishing this is by
the nonprofit agency providing a copy
of the applicant’s listing in the Internal
Revenue Service’s most recent list of
tax-exempt organizations described in
section 501(c)(3) of the IRS code or by
providing a copy of the currently valid
IRS tax exemption certificate, or by
providing a copy of the articles of
incorporation bearing the seal of the
State in which the corporation or
association is domiciled.

ADD cannot fund a nonprofit
applicant without acceptable proof of its
nonprofit status.

B. Review Process and Funding
Decisions

Applications from eligible applicants
that meet the deadline date
requirements under Part V, Section C
will be reviewed and scored
competitively. Experts in the field,
generally persons from outside of the

Federal government, will use the
appropriate evaluation criteria listed
later in this Part to review and score the
applications. The results of this review
are a primary factor in making funding
decisions.

ADD reserves the option of discussing
applications with, or referring them to,
other Federal or non-Federal funding
sources when this is determined to be
in the best interest of the Federal
government or the applicant. It may also
solicit comments from ADD Regional
Office staff, other Federal agencies,
interested foundations, national
organizations, specialists, experts, States
and the general public. These
comments, along with those of the
expert reviewers, will be considered by
ADD in making funding decisions.

In making decisions on awards, ADD
may give preference to applications
which focus on or feature: Culturally
diverse minority or ethnic populations;
a substantially innovative strategy with
the potential to improve theory or
practice in the field of human services;
a model practice or set of procedures
that holds the potential for replication
by organizations involved in the
administration or delivery of human
services; substantial involvement of
volunteers; substantial involvement
(either financial or programmatic) of the
private sector; a favorable balance
between Federal and non-Federal funds
available for the proposed project; the
potential for high benefit for low
Federal investment; a programmatic
focus on those most in need; and/or
substantial involvement in the proposed
project by national or community
foundations. This year, 5 points will be
awarded in scoring for any project that
includes partnership and collaboration
with the 112 Empowerment Zones/
Enterprise Communities.

To the greatest extent possible, efforts
will be made to ensure that funding
decisions reflect an equitable
distribution of assistance among the
States and geographical regions of the
country, rural and urban areas, and
ethnic populations. In making these
decisions, ADD may also take into
account the need to avoid unnecessary
duplication of effort.

C. Evaluation Criteria
Using the evaluation criteria below, a

panel of at least three reviewers
(primarily experts from outside the
Federal government) will review the
applications. Applicants should ensure
that they address each minimum
requirement in the priority area
description under the appropriate
section of the Program Narrative
Statement.

Reviewers will determine the
strengths and weaknesses of each
proposal in terms of the evaluation
criteria, provide comments, and assign
numerical scores. The point value
following each criterion heading
indicates the maximum numerical
weight that each section may be given
in the review process.

1. Objectives and Need for Assistance
(20 Points)

The extent to which the application
pinpoints any relevant physical,
economic, social, financial, institutional
or other problems requiring a solution;
demonstrates the need for the
assistance; states the principal and
subordinate objectives of the project;
provides supporting documentation or
other testimonies from concerned
interests other than the applicant; and
includes and/or footnotes relevant data
based on the results of planning studies.
The application must identify the
precise location of the project and area
to be served by the proposed project.
Maps and other graphic aids should be
attached.

2. Results or Benefits Expected (20
Points)

The extent to which the application
identifies the results and benefits to be
derived, the extent to which they are
consistent with the objectives of the
proposal, and the extent to which the
application indicates the anticipated
contributions to policy, practice, theory
and/or research. The extent to which the
proposed project costs are reasonable in
view of the expected results.

3. Approach (35 Points)
The extent to which the application

outlines a sound and workable plan of
action pertaining to the scope of the
project, and details how the proposed
work will be accomplished; cites factors
which might accelerate or decelerate the
work, giving acceptable reasons for
taking this approach as opposed to
others; describes and supports any
unusual features of the project, such as
design or technological innovations,
reductions in cost or time, or
extraordinary social and community
involvements; and provides for
projections of the accomplishments to
be achieved. Activities to be carried out
should be listed in chronological order,
showing a reasonable schedule of
accomplishments and target dates.

The extent to which, when applicable,
the application identifies the kinds of
data to be collected and maintained, and
discusses the criteria to be used to
evaluate the results and successes of the
project. The extent to which the


