
COMMON APPLICATION DEFICIENCIES
AND

RECENT CHANGES TO APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS
4-16-97

Memo For:
Brandi Hanback

NAFTZ

From:

Dennis Puccinelli

FTZ Staff

Re:

FTZ Applications

This follows our conversation regarding NAFTZ=s efforts to help improve the quality of applications submitted by its members to the FTZ Board.  We would be pleased to be a part of any educational effort you undertake. 

The FTZ staff has provided me with a list of application items that often need to be corrected or included before an application can be considered complete for filing.  I have consolidated the list below.  Many of these are mechanical items that probably have just been overlooked.  However, we are spending a substantial amount of staff time working with applicants on these matters.   

Transmittal letter -
letter is not currently dated and is not signed by appropriate official as indicated in resolution.

Exhibit 1
-
Resolution missing (a copy of earlier resolution may be used if applicable)

Exhibit 2
-
Legal descriptions either missing or not clearly marked or labeled

-
proposed site(s) not clearly described (size, address, location, within which legal jurisdiction, ownership).   This especially important in applications with multiple sites.

Exhibit 3
-
Letters missing from site owners giving applicant authority to include site or portion of site within proposed FTZ project (required when site or parcel is not owned by applicant)

Exhibit 4
-
Discussion of environmental impact inadequate and not addressing issue of impact of FTZ Board decision on site or activity (e.g., Is Board=s action a precondition to construction or activity?)

-
Discussion of economic need not clearly linked to zone project

-
Justification of additional sites either missing or unclear (needed when multiple sites are involved)

-Subzones

-
Applicants not reading subzone guidelines carefully

-
Impact of FTZ procedures on domestic employment (with employment numbers) missing or unclear

-
Proposed FTZ savings not clearly described



-
Explanation as to how zone savings leads to a significant public benefit not clear 

-
Description of products and foreign components not clear and specific duty rate/HTS information sometimes missing.

-
inadequate public versions of proprietary materials submitted (proprietary information is not required or encouraged, but if such information is submitted, an adequate public version with ranges, estimates or more general information replacing the proprietary information must also be submitted.  However, normally the public version alone is sufficient, eliminating the need for a proprietary version.) 

Exhibit 5
-
Local, street-detail map indicating FTZ site(s) missing or not legible. (Note that a geodetic map is no longer required provided a substitute map with street-level detail that identifies location of site is provided.)

-
Blueprint/layout of site(s) does not clearly indicate, mark or outline proposed FTZ site(s). (Outlining of site(s) in red is required).

-
Maps not clearly labeled (especially important when multiple sites are involved.)

-
Map copies not legible.

Recent Changes to Application Requirements
We have also made some changes to ease the burden for applicants:

-
reduce copies required to 8 (instead of 12)

-
allow brochures and other background information to be submitted separately, with no copies needed

-
eliminate need for geodetic survey map, provided an alternative detailed map is used

-
allow alternative legal descriptions (may refer to maps with legible legal description or to lots, blocks, parcel numbers on file with county, if other description/maps of site clearly indicates boundaries (e.g., streets))

-
allow subzone applicants to use estimates, ranges, categories,  etc. in providing specific plant or FTZ savings information to avoid the need for providing proprietary information. 
