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JULY/AUGUST 1974 REVIEW

Reference is made in this application to the modest amount ($361,437)
requested and awarded in the May 1 application.

- This application requests support of 42 projects in the amount of $1,319,724.
The 42 projects are divided into three funding levels and when added to the
$361,437 awarded, would produce the following effects.

First level funding would approximate present annualized amount.
Second level funding would approximate 140% of present annualized amount.
Third level funding would exceed 140% of present annualized amount.

Proposals were submitted to and responses received from six CHP agencies.
Review responses ran the gamut from approval, thru approval with advice
and/or stipulations, to disapproval. In general, they seemed to reflect
meaningful exchange between the respective agencies.

A note of particular interest is that the city of Rochester has recently
adopted city review of all incoming grants and has recognized RRMP as its
review agent for RMP grants. '

EO/7/15/74
JULY COMMITTEE RECOXMEMDATION

Critique:

‘v
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Reguest: $361,437
I
Committce Recommendation: $361,437
Overall assessment.by individu;l revicewers: Superior

b

Critique: The reviewers were very impressed with this application which

requests continued support for staff and two on-going projects. (Iwo year

funding is requested for one project.) The display of goals, activities,
priorities and funding was especially noted as reflecting a well-ordered

program based on jdentified areas of need. - The staff, Regional Ad
Group and review procegs appear outstanding.

The CHP(b) is supportive., °

visory.

In recommending approval as requested of this application, the Committee
expressed anticipation at. seeing the new proposals in the July application.

JULY/AUGUST REVIEW

Estimated request as of May 19742 $1,080,000 .
' \ E0/5/27/74

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL - June 13-14, 1974

Council concurred with Committee recommendation
DRMP FUNDING DECISION ~ $361,437

E0/7/2/74
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