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A - Key Information Table

Safe Streets and Roads for All - Discretionary Grant Program | DOT-SS4A-FY24-01

Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA)

XCKQJHZ2Y3R4

E - Regional Organization; D - Special District Government; and
Other Subdivision created under the authority of State Law.

Multi-Jurisdiction, Multi-Agency Collaborative Supplemental
Planning and Demonstration Activities Project includes CCTA
(single Federal funding recipient), and cities of Richmond, San
Pablo, Martinez, Pinole, San Ramon, and Orinda.

1,147,788 people countywide (2020 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates for Contra Costa County from 20 U.S.
Census districts, and underserved communities’), and
incorporated communities such as 110,051 (Richmond*), 30,959
(San Pablo*), 38,397 (Martinez*), 19,343 (Pinole), 84,605 (San
Ramon*), and 19,514 (Orinda).

* FHWA Underserved Communities.

574 (Contra Costa County), 59 (Richmond), 25 (San Pablo), 12
(Martinez), 18 (Pinole), 10 (San Ramon), and 10 (Orinda).
Source: FARS Data 2017 through 2021 — Number of Vehicles
Involved in Fatal Crashes.

7.34 (Contra Costa County), 8.36 (Richmond), 10.98 (San
Pablo), 4.69 (Martinez), 11.37 (Pinole), 2.6 (San Ramon), and
10.24 (Orinda).

Source: FARS Data 2017 through 2021 — Persons Killed in Fatal
Crashes.

84,427 (100% of underserved project areas in Richmond and
San Pablo); 92,472 (more than half, or 51%, of multi-jurisdiction
population in project area U.S. Census tracts); 375,000 (32% of
Contra Costa population countywide, incorporated and
unincorporated total).

Multi-durisdiction Corridor Planning, Speed Reduction, and Safe
System Demonstration Project

Conduct Supplemental Planning to update an Action Plan. Lead
Demonstration Activities to inform development of an Action
Plan update.

Utilize ongoing and past Vision Zero planning efforts to expedite
the implementation of safety solutions leading toward a multi-
jurisdictional initiative primarily within underserved communities

' US Census Bureau. (n.d.). ACS Demographic and Housing Estimates. U.S. Department of Commerce. Retrieved April 10, 2024, from
https://data.census.gov/table/ACSDP5Y2020.DP05?g=050XX00US06013

\ CONTRA COSTA
(J transportation

authority



https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/99f9268777ff4218867ceedfabe58a3a
https://www.nhtsa.gov/research-data/fatality-analysis-reporting-system-fars
https://www.nhtsa.gov/research-data/fatality-analysis-reporting-system-fars
https://data.census.gov/table/ACSDP5Y2020.DP05?g=050XX00US06013
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and focused on high-risk areas and applying the Safe System

Approach to accelerate additional planning and the application of

quick-build methodologies to implement FHWA Proven Safety

Countermeasures to more rapidly eliminate fatal and serious/life-

altering injuries and reduce their $1.33 billion in annual costs to

the countywide local economy.

= Develop Corridor Safety Plans along corridors with
countywide safety priority significance, on the high-injury
network, and within underserved communities;

= Complete a multi-jurisdictional Speed Reduction and Traffic-
Calming Study to develop implementation-ready
recommendations that align with new California law Assembly
Bill 43 giving flexibility to reduce posted speed limits outside
85" percentile observed speed method and Senate Bill 922
streamlining of environmental review process, and leveraging
new state MUTCD guidelines. Support over-capacity/under-
resourced local agencies to accelerate implementation of
speed reduction strategies prioritizing the safety of vulnerable
road users (VRUs), encouraging more mindful driving, and
discouraging reckless driving, e.g., curb extensions, bulb-outs,
school streets, modular roundabouts (82% reduction in KSI
crashes), and raised and protected intersections (designed to
reduce right-turn speeds). Provide community-level
engagement using quick-build methodologies that measure
feasibility & gradually build community support and inform
implementation of the Countywide Comprehensive
Transportation Safety Action Plan (CCTSAP 2024); and

= Conduct a Safe System Mid-Block Crossing Study to identify
and prioritize uncontrolled/unsignalized implementation-ready
recommendations at mid-block and trail/street crossings
across jurisdictional boundaries.

$6,029,600

$1,507,400

$6,029,600

$0

$7,537,000
https://ccta.net/planning/countywide-vision-zero/

(webpage which includes link to CCTSAP; and PDF: Policy
Resolution 21-40-G, as amended, and also accessible at:
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https://ccta.net/planning/countywide-vision-zero/
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https://www.ccta.net/meetings> 09/07/2022 Planning Committee
Agenda Packet Item 4.D).

The Vision Zero Comprehensive Safety Action Plan is defined as
Resolution 21-40-G (Revision 1), Contra Costa Countywide
Transportation Safety Policy And Implementation Guide (VZ
Guide 2021) For Local Agencies, Countywide Comprehensive
Transportation Safety Action Plan (CCTSAP 2024), Community-
Based Transportation Plans (CBTPs) focused on equity,
Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP), CBPP-
Appendix-D Project List
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https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/21-40-G-Rev-1_.pdf
https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/CCTA_VZ_How_To_Guide_Aug2021.pdf
https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/CCTA_VZ_How_To_Guide_Aug2021.pdf
https://ccta.net/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/CCTA_VZ_How_To_Guide_Aug2021.pdf
https://mtc.ca.gov/planning/transportation/access-equity-mobility/community-based-transportation-plans-cbtps
https://mtc.ca.gov/planning/transportation/access-equity-mobility/community-based-transportation-plans-cbtps
https://ccta.net/projects/countywide-bicycle-and-pedestrian-plan/
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1 - Overview

In 2021, after analysis found countywide collision patterns from 2008 through 2017, CCTA
adopted a multi-jurisdiction Countywide Vision Zero (VZ) policy including the FHWA Safe
System Approach (SSA), rejecting fatal and serious crashes as inevitable, with a policy of
eliminating preventable transportation-related fatalities and serious/life-altering injuries (KSI
crashes) countywide by 2034. To accelerate technical support to local agencies to comply with
the policy, and reduce health disparities and vehicle dependency, CCTA proposes Supplemental
Planning and Demonstration Activities (Figure 1) to reduce local speed limits (past efforts across
U.S. include Fremont, Minneapolis, and Seattle), Safe System mid-block street/trail crossings,
and quick-build safety treatments along with statewide priority “emphasis area” and corridor
plans for safer travel throughout Contra Costa County. The safety planning would primarily
address underserved communities and high-risk locations, reducing the $1.33 billion in annual
costs to the local economy from fatal and serious/life-altering crashes. Located in the East Bay of
the San Francisco Bay Area, Contra Costa County, California is home to more than 1.1 million
residents in 20 cities/towns and unincorporated communities within 717 square miles. Contra
Costa includes a regional transportation network, comprising of mega-regional traffic into San
Francisco and Oakland, such as highways and freeways, an integral pedestrian network and
prominent multi-use pathways such as Iron Horse Trail (33 miles north-south) and the Contra
Costa Canal Trail (12 miles east-west), Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) lines serving 12 stations,
and two Amtrak rail stations operated by Capitol Corridor in Richmond and Martinez, to provide
access to the region’s employment centers and ports of national significance.

2 - Response to Selection Criteria

2.1. Safety Impact The proposed planning and demonstration activities are prioritized,
for an efficient use of taxpayer funding sources, to reduce kinetic energy transfer and
expedite the elimination of fatal and serious/life-altering injuries for vulnerable road

users through community-informed and regionally and locally adopted Complete Streets
and Vision Zero plans and policies with a majority focused within underserved
communities.

The number of community members, including a disproportionate amount of pedestrians and
bicyclists, that died every year in vehicle-involved crashes countywide is 115 throughout Contra
Costa from 2017 through 2021, on average, for a five-year total of 574 fatalities (all modes,
Fatality and Injury Reporting System Tool (FIRST)). The countywide annual fatality rate per
100,000 population was 7.34. Of the total fatal vehicle-involved crashes countywide, at least
29% (113) involved law enforcement-reported speeding which increases the likelihood of KSI
crashes, especially for vulnerable pedestrians, children, and seniors. While the average risk of a
fatal or serious/life-altering injury is five-percent when a pedestrian is hit by a vehicle traveling
at 20 mph (miles per hour), it is 45% at 30 mph, and 90% at 58 mph. Speeding was identified of
the highest priority by at least 14 of the 20 city/town jurisdictions in Contra Costa County and a
priority of the Countywide VZ Policy. The three corridors identified for Corridor Safety Plans
were identified as local, CCTA, and Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) regional
high-injury network (HIN) priorities. These three corridors in Richmond accounted for more than
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17% of total KSI and 20% of bicycle and pedestrian KSI crashes, respectively, in the city. The
Speed Reduction and Traffic-Calming Study will guide the region in establishing speed
reductions to help save lives sooner in support of the Countywide VZ policy. The Safe System
Mid-Block Crossing Study would support the reduction of pedestrian and bicyclist crashes which
are more than twice as likely to result in fatal or serious injury and represent 31% of fatal
crashes, countywide. These studies would guide Safe System demonstrations, measure changes
in economic impacts, and allow CCTA and its partners to evaluate different treatments to address
these critical safety needs while gradually building additional community support.

2.2. Equity CCTA's Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(CBPAC), evaluated and selected the three components for this proposal for

maximum impact with limited resources, including a 51% majority of funding
prioritized within underserved communities, to improve the safety of mobility and
accessibility in as many jurisdictions as possible.

A central goal of transportation equity for CCTA is to facilitate social and economic
opportunities through access to affordable, contiguous and connected, and reliable transportation
options based on the needs of the populations served. Based on the USDOT Equitable
Transportation Community (ETC) Explorer tool, more than half (51%) of the population in the
cumulative project areas are within underserved communities, including 100% of each
population served in the Richmond and San Pablo project areas.

2.3. Additional Safety Context The proposed activities were selected and prioritized

to more rapidly eliminate the number of lives lost at the earliest possible opportunity
with the majority emphasis focused within underserved communities.

The proposed studies and demonstration activities are consistent with CCTA’s VZ Guide (2021)
and CCTSAP (2024), MTC’s VZ policy, and local jurisdictions’ safety plans to help deploy the
most effective treatments to effectively reduce KSI crashes countywide.

Corridor Safety Plans. CCTA identified corridors in its CCTSAP to methodically support the
elimination of KSI crashes in an efficient chronological order in the underserved communities,
including within the cities of Richmond and San Pablo. The corridors were selected given their
priority within the regionally identified HIN (nine-county MTC), CCTA Countywide VZ HIN, a
high frequency of KSI crashes, and local agency support. The three corridors include: 23rd Street
(Richmond and San Pablo), Barrett Avenue (Richmond), and Cutting Boulevard (Richmond).
Each were identified as the top priorities in the City of Richmond’s Travel Safe Richmond plan
(adopted 2022) and would address 25 KSI and 363 total crashes that occurred in the five-year
period (2015-2019) on these three corridors, including 11 KSI and 85 total bicycle and
pedestrian crashes. Each of these corridor plans will include additional local community
engagement, technical studies, conceptual planning and design to generate additional recency of
support for the planned improvements for those living and traveling along the corridors. Please
refer to the single combined PDF attachment including each of the Letters of Support. The
entirety of all three proposed corridors is within SS4A Underserved Communities to benefit
nearly 85,000 community members.
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Speed Reduction and Traffic-Calming Study. The Study will develop prioritized location-based
recommendations that, among other improvements below, will reduce posted speed limits and
include planning for speed reduction techniques to prioritize the safety of vulnerable road users,
including a disproportionate percent of pedestrians and bicyclists. At minimum thus far
countywide, the cities of Richmond, San Pablo, Martinez, Pinole, San Ramon, and Orinda are
committed to working with CCTA to identify and evaluate speed reduction treatments.

Safe System Mid-Block Crossing Study. Countywide crash data (2013-2022) reveal that 40% of
pedestrian KSI crashes involve drivers failing to yield in (un)marked crossings. The study will
identify and prioritize uncontrolled mid-block crossings (including trail/street intersections &
crossings) countywide to minimize KSI crashes. This will include data collection and analysis,
field reviews of potential locations, and project development for the most risk-prone pedestrian
crossing locations. CCTA will work with member cities including Orinda and San Ramon in
planning and quick-build demonstration activities to eliminate KSI crashes as soon as possible.

Demonstration Activities. There would be quick-build Safe System demonstrations at up to 150
locations countywide (not all yet mapped in Figure 1) to implement supplemental planning. The
team will evaluate the efficacy of design interventions to reduce speeding, enhance safety and
comfort (perceived safety), and support high-comfort multimodal travel. Designs that most
effectively reduce speeds and prioritize the safety of VRUs will encourage more mindful driving
and discourage reckless driving behavior. Examples include, but are not limited to paint-and-post
curb extensions, bulb-outs, school streets, slow streets, modular roundabouts, high-visibility and
colorful and creative crosswalks, hardened centerlines, street trees and landscaped medians,
raised crosswalks, speed cushions, pavement speed limit markings, roadway and lane width
narrowing, lane and slip-lane repurposing, forced turn islands, raised and protected intersections,
and local artist pavement markings artistic placemaking. Vehicle and pedestrian video counts,
and (to the extent practical) self-reported mobile application user feedback on post-installation
VRU level-of-comfort or level-of-stress (with route segments and trip information), prior to and
post-installation would be collected to study impacts on speed, comfort toward all ages and
abilities, and crossing activity. CCTA will publish a video-count-informed evaluation, e.g., near-
misses, provide recommendations to its partner agencies (and nationally), and share lessons
learned with the CCTA Countywide VZ Working Group and update planning documents.

Schedule & Duration

Below is the estimated schedule for the proposed activities based on a July 1, 2025, start date.
Activities Date Duration
Supplemental Planning Studies (Corridor Plans) 07/01/2025 — 06/30/2027 | 24 months
Demonstration Design Plans/Environmental 02/01/2026 — 03/01/2027 | 8 Months
Review/Clearance & Permitting/Bid Award
Demonstration Installations 04/01/2027 — 08/31/2027 5 Months
Demonstration Activities/Study 09/01/2027 — 03/31/2029 | 18 Months
Demonstration Evaluations 04/01/2029 — 01/31/2030 9 Months
Overall Schedule 55 Months
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Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet included on following page.
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S | s Safe Streets and Roads for All

4| A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet

All applicants should follow the instructions in the NOFO to correctly apply for a grant. See the SS4A website for more
information.

Table 1 of the SS4A NOFO describes eight components of an Action Plan, which correspond to the questions in this
worksheet. Applicants should use this worksheet to determine whether their existing plan(s) contains the required
components to be considered an eligible Action Plan for SS4A.

This worksheet is required for all SS4A Implementation Grant applications and any Planning and Demonstration Grant
applications to conduct Supplemental Planning/Demonstration Activities only. Please complete the form in its
entirety, do not adjust the formatting or headings of the worksheet, and upload the completed PDF with your application.

Eligibility
An Action Plan is considered eligible for an SS4A application for an Implementation Grant or a Planning and
Demonstration Grant to conduct Supplemental Planning/Demonstration Activities if the following two conditions are met:

e You can answer “YES” to Questions 3, 7, and 9 in this worksheet; and
e You can answer "YES" to at least four of the six remaining Questions, 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, and 8.

If both conditions are not met, an applicant is still eligible to apply for a Planning and Demonstration Grant to fund the
creation of a new Action Plan or updates to an existing Action Plan to meet SS4A requirements.

Applicant Information

Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) UEI: XC KQJ H ZZYS R4

Action Plan Documents

Lead Applicant:

In the table below, list the relevant Action Plan and any additional plans or documents that you reference in this form.
Please provide a hyperlink to any documents available online or indicate that the Action Plan or other documents will be
uploaded in Valid Eval as part of your application. Note that, to be considered an eligible Action Plan for SS4A, the plan(s)
coverage must be broader than just a corridor, neighborhood, or specific location.

Document Title Link Date of Most

Recent Update
Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet| https:/ccta.net/planning/countywide-vision-zero/ | Q7/22/2024

Community-Based Transportation Plans | htps:/cctanetactive_studies/community-based-transportation-plan/ | 12/16/2020

U.S. Department of Transportation SS4A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet | Page 1 of 5


https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A
https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/action-plan-components

Action Plan Components

For each question below, answer “YES” or “NO." If “YES,"” list the relevant plan(s) or supporting documentation that address
the condition and the specific page number(s) in each document that corroborates your response. This form provides
space to reference multiple plans, but please list only the most relevant document(s).

1. Leadership Commitment and Goal Setting

Are BOTH of the following true?

¢ A high-ranking official and/or governing body in the jurisdiction publicly committed to an O|YES
eventual goal of zero roadway fatalities and serious injuries; and
e The commitment includes either setting a target date to reach zero OR setting one or more NO

targets to achieve significant declines in roadway fatalities and serious injuries by a specific date.

Note: This may include a resolution, policy, ordinance, executive order, or other official announcement
from a high-ranking official and the official adoption of a plan that includes the commitment by a
legislative body.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 3

2. Planning Structure

O | YES

To develop the Action Plan, was a committee, task force, implementation group, or similar body
established and charged with the plan’s development, implementation, and monitoring?

NO

Note: This should include a description of the membership of the group and what role they play in the
development, implementation, and monitoring of the Action Plan.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 3, 214-218

U.S. Department of Transportation SS4A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet | Page 2 of 5



3. Safety Analysis

Does the Action Plan include ALL of the following?

¢ Analysis of existing conditions and historical trends to provide a baseline level of crashes
involving fatalities and serious injuries across a jurisdiction, locality, Tribe, or region; 01 YES

¢ Analysis of the location where there are crashes, the severity, as well as contributing factors and
crash types; NO

o Analysis of systemic and specific safety needs, as needed (e.g., high-risk road features or specific
safety needs of relevant road users); and,

e A geospatial identification (geographic or locational data using maps) of higher risk locations.

Note: Availability and level of detail of safety data may vary greatly by location. The Fatality and Injury
Reporting System Tool (FIRST) provides county- and city-level data. When available, local data should
be used to supplement nationally available data sets.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 1-3,80-130, 175-189, 251-286

4. Engagement and Collaboration

Did the Action Plan development include ALL of the following activities?

 Engagement with the public and relevant stakeholders, including the private sector and community[ 7] ygs
groups;
¢ Incorporation of information received from the engagement and collaboration into the plan; and NO
e Coordination that included inter- and intra-governmental cooperation and collaboration, as
appropriate.

Note: This should be a description of public meetings, participation in public and private events, and
proactive meetings with stakeholders.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 3, 219-246, 322

U.S. Department of Transportation SS4A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet | Page 3 of 5


https://cdan.dot.gov/query
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5. Equity Considerations

Did the Action Plan development include ALL of the following?

e Considerations of equity using inclusive and representative processes; 0| YES

e The identification of underserved communities through data; and

NO

e Equity analysis developed in collaboration with appropriate partners, including population
characteristics and initial equity impact assessments of proposed projects and strategies.

Note: This should include data that identifies underserved communities and/or reflects the impact of
crashes on underserved communities, prioritization criteria that consider equity, or a description of
meaningful engagement and collaboration with appropriate stakeholders.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 255-258, 264, 271, 277, 282, 382

Community-Based Transportation Plans All

6. Policy and Process Changes

Are BOTH of the following true?

e The plan development included an assessment of current policies, plans, guidelines, and/or O] YES
standards to identify opportunities to improve how processes prioritize safety; and NO

e The plan discusses implementation through the adoption of revised or new policies, guidelines,
and/or standards.

Note: This may include existing and/or recommended Complete Streets policy, guidelines for
community engagement and collaboration, policy for prioritizing areas of greatest need, local laws
(e.g., speed limit), design guidelines, and other policies and processes that prioritize safety.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 3, 21-76, 292-295

U.S. Department of Transportation SS4A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet | Page 4 of 5



7. Strategy and Project Selections

Does the plan identify a comprehensive set of projects and strategies to address the safety problems in 0] YES
the Action Plan, with information about time ranges when projects and strategies will be deployed, and

an explanation of project prioritization criteria? NO
Note: This should include one or more lists of community-wide multi-modal and multi-disciplinary
projects that respond to safety problems and reflect community input and a description of how your
community will prioritize projects in the future.
If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.
Document Title Page Number(s)
Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 21-47, 295-304, 394-449
8. Progress and Transparency

. L

Does the plan include BOTH of the following? 0] YES

e A description of how progress will be measured over time that includes, at a minimum, outcome

data. NO
e The plan is posted publicly online.

Note: This should include a progress reporting structure and list of proposed metrics.

If “YES,” please list the relevant document(s) and page number(s) that corroborate your response.

Document Title Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet 29-30, 305-307

9. Action Plan Date

0| YES

Was at least one of your plans finalized and/or last updated between 2019 and April 30, 2024?

NO

Note: Updates may include major revisions, updates to the data used for analysis, status updates, or the
addition of supplemental planning documents, including but not limited to an Equity Plan, one or more
Road Safety Audits conducted in high-crash locations, or a Vulnerable Road User Plan.

If “YES,” please list your most recent document(s), date of finalization, and page number(s) that
corroborate your response.

Date of Most

Document Title Recent Update Page Number(s)

Countywide Vision Zero Action Plan packet | 07/22/2024 172-307

U.S. Department of Transportation SS4A Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet | Page 5 of 5
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Map included on following page.
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Figure 1: Map of Project Locations
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https://felt.com/map/Map-for-Multi-Jurisdiction-Countywide-Corridor-CC-Planning-Speed-Reduction-and-Safe-System-Demonstration-SSD-Project-CC-SSD-Project-uPcDPQ6aTM69Bl7sqbEpcOB?loc=37.95381,-122.26868,12.55z&share=1
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Table 1: Planning and Demonstration Activities Supplemental Estimated Budget

Activities SS4A Funding | Total Project
Request FY24 Cost
Itemized Estimated Costs to Develop an Action Plan
Subtotal Budget to Develop an Action Plan $- ‘ $-

Itemized Estimated Costs to Update & Conduct Supplemental Planning

Multi-Jurisdictional Speed Reduction and Traffic-

Calming Study

Contractual Services $303,600.00 $379,500.00
23rd Street Safety Corridor Plan

Contractual Services $416,800.00 $521,000.00
Barrett Avenue Safety Corridor Plan

Contractual Services $360,000.00 $450,000.00
Cutting Boulevard Safety Corridor Plan

Contractual Services $360,000.00 $450,000.00
Multi-Jurisdictional Safe System Mid-Block Crossing
Study

Contractual Services $162,000.00 $202,500.00
Subtotal Budget to Update & Conduct Supplemental $1,602,400.00 | $2,003,000.00
Planning

Itemized Estimated Costs to Carry Out Demonstration Activities

Feasibility Studies for Traffic-Calming and Crossing
Improvements

Pre-Installation Data Collection and Analysis $270,000.00 $337,500.00

Contractual Design Services $752,000.00 $940,000.00

Installation $3,207,200.00 | $4,009,000.00

Post-Installation Evaluation $198,000.00 $247,500.00
Subtotal Budget to Carry Out Safe System $4,427,200.00 | $5,534,000.00
Demonstration Activities
Total Multi-Jurisdiction Project Budget $6,029,600.00 | $7,537,000.00
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