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Email to: broadbandrfi@ntia.doc.gov

Sender: 
Ruben Hernandez, Director

Greater San Jose Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Email: info@gsjhcc.org
Subject: 
Response to the DoA-DoC Joint Request for Information
Dear Sir or Madam:

The Greater San Jose Hispanic Chamber of Commerce (GSJHCC) is a democratic, open, transparent, membership driven, entrepreneurial organization committed to serving the needs of our varied business community in California. The GSJHCC is a premiere Latino organization providing its members with business resources and access to local and global markets. 

On February 17, 2009, President Obama signed the Recovery Act into law. The Recovery Act establishes five statutory purposes: to preserve and create jobs and promote economic recovery; to assist those most impacted by the recession; to provide investments needed to increase economic efficiency by spurring technological advances in science and health; to invest in transportation, environmental protection, and other infrastructure that will provide long-term economic benefits; and to stabilize state and local government budgets. 

We thank the President, as we believe that the Recovery Act is a much-needed boost for the community we serve. We are very pleased to submit our input in response to the Department of Agriculture, and Department of Commerce Joint Request for Information (RFI). Each of the sections below is written pursuant to the corresponding section and as numbered in the RFI. 

I.A.1 New Entities. We believe that RUS and NTIA should eliminate the requirement to provide historical financial statements for recently created entities.

I.A.2 Consortium and Public Private Partnership. We believe that the concept of consortium should be extended to include the consortiums of Not-for-Profit and For-Profit entities in addition to the Public-Private consortiums. This will allow our member organizations to submit proposals in collaboration with GSJHCC. Notice that, a Not-for-Profit organization, such as GSJHCC, plays a nurturing role in community development and job creation. While the concept of lead organization is needed, a letter from the lead organization should also be included in the proposal submitted by the non-leading organization.  This simple extension will allow us to build stronger community development activities.

I.A.3 Specification of Service Area. We believe that the applicant for the broadband infrastructure project, instead of merely including data on a census block, should have the freedom to define the specification of a service area. There are many worthy causes that cannot be described by census data alone. Please allow a creative justification process define a service area.

I.A.4 Relation between BIP and BTOP. We believe that, even when greater than 75% of the service area is rural, the applicant shall have choices for submitting between RUS and NTIA, or at both places simultaneously. For applications submitted at both places, a questionnaire can be used to indicate such submissions, and a ‘successful application’ at one organization can be used for automatic cancellation of the other application.

I.B Transparency and Confidentiality.  We believe that the executive summary is the only document that should be made public. The other parts of an unsuccessful proposal should remain confidential, regardless of confidentiality request. 

I.B NTIA Expert Review Process. We believe that NTIA should continue to rely on unpaid experts as reviewers. In addition, we believe that it is not a good idea to hire contractors for the review process.

II.A Funding Priorities and Objective. We believe that in addition to the other criteria, the number of direct and indirect jobs created, should be a primary impact area.  On the other hand, we think that number of anchor organization, when needed, can be sufficiently be just one. As an example, a good community college, a center for employment training, etc. alone can be a good anchor point that can justify projects that can create many jobs. Rejecting proposals on the basis of number of anchor points will not be a good idea.

II.A.2 Economic Development. 

· We believe, a portion of the fund should be allocated for economic development, not just for broadband development. 

· We believe that the current definitions of “rural”, “remote”, “unserved”, and “underserved” are very restrictive. These definitions exclude many worthy projects within the urban boundaries for many inner city vulnerable communities. These definitions should be clearly expanded to include inner city vulnerable communities. 

· We believe that geographical distance requirement to describe remoteness should go away, as remoteness can be a result of impairment of a vulnerable group.

· We believe that funds should be clearly targeted toward areas, either urban or rural with equal priority, with innovative economic strategies, or those suffering exceptional economic hardship.

· We believe that states, regions, or cities, with high unemployment rate, such as California, or inner city San Jose, shall be of high priority.  

II.A.3 Targeted Population. We believe that the Hispanic, Latino, and Native American communities should be specifically targeted for grants. We believe that certain portion of the fund, perhaps 10%, should be specifically allocated for this purpose. In addition, we believe that communities where English is still not spoken as primary language should be treated as vulnerable communities, and funds should be allocated for such communities as well.  In addition, the definitions of  “rural”, “remote”, “unserved”, and “underserved” should be expanded to include these communities regardless of their locations in the USA.

II.A.4 Other Changes. We believe that matching funds should not be a mandatory requirement. Many Hispanic, Latino, Native American, Black, and Non English Speaking vulnerable communities will find it harder to bring matching funds.

II.B Program Definitions. As we have indicated earlier, the definitions of “rural”, “remote”, “unserved”, and “underserved” shall be expanded to include Hispanic, Latino, Native American, Black, and non English Speaking vulnerable communities, regardless of their locations or the status of a particular census block area.

Please consider our inputs in the second Notice of Funds Availability (NOFA). Should you need additional information, please feel free to contact us. Thank you very much.



Sincerely,
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Ruben Hernandez



Director, Greater San Jose Hispanic Chamber of Commerce



Email: info@gsjhcc.org 
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