
MEETING OF THE 
MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMAN OF THE 

CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI 
May 6, 2025 

6:00 PM 

 
INVOCATION 
  
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
  
CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES FROM PRIOR BOARD MEETING 
     April 15, 2025 and April 22, 2025 
  
CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES FROM PRIOR WORK SESSION 
     April 14, 2025 
  
1. AGENDA ITEMS 
  
2. CONSENT ITEMS 
   

 
a) Site Plan and Architectural Review for Watkins Construction - Covered Storage 

   
 

b) Approve Bid Award for Colony Park Boulevard Water and Sewer to Hemphill Construction 
Co. Inc. in the amount of $2,496,496.50 

   
 

c) Approve Hemphill Construction Pay Request #3 for Purple Creek Drainage Basin 
Improvements 

   
 

d) Approve the Public Works Department the Authority to Advertise for Old Agency Ditch 

   
 

e) Approve the Resolution for SS4A Implementation Grant 

   
 

f) Award Dump Truck Reverse Auction Bid to Empire Truck Sales, LLC in the amount of 
$123,217.00 

   
 

g) Approve Michael Baker CE&I Pay Estimate No. 6, Hwy 51-Lake Harbour Intersection 
Improvements 

   
 

h) Approve Hemphill Contractor Pay Estimate No. 3, U.S. Highway 51-Lake Harbour Drive 
Intersection Improvements 

   
 

i) Accept Check from Progressive for damages to Speed Check Radar Sign and Transfer funds 
to 001-201-730 (Capital Machinery & Equipment) 

   
 

j) Accept MDOT Full & Final Settlement Letter - East County Line Road Resurfacing 

   
 

k) Special Event - Family Fun Ride (Police Department) 

   
 

l) Special Event - Ardenland Sante South Wine Festival (Police Department) 

   
 

m) Motorola Solutions Service Agreement Review and Approval ( Police Department) 

   
 

n) Budget Amendment - Purchase of Tyler Technologies Software  



   
 

o) Approve Quote for Driveway Replacement - Fire Department 

   
 

p) Budget Adjustment (Mayor's Office) 

   
 

q) Resolution Declaring Intent to Levy Special Tax on Restaurants & Hotels 

   
 

r) Sewer Adjustments 
  
3. PAYMENT OF CLAIMS 
   

 
a) 197769 - 198081 and May 2, 2025 Payroll ($2,388,574.21) 

  
4. EXECUTIVE SESSION 
  
ADJOURNMENT 
  
INFORMATION FOR MAYOR AND BOARD 
     City Attorney Statement for Services thru 4/30/2025 
 
 



MEETING OF THE

MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMAN OF THE

CITY OF RIDGETAND, MISSISSIPPI

Aprit 15, 2025
6:00 PM

The Mavor opened the April 15, 2025 meeting ofthe Mayor and Board of Aldermen to order. Present
rvere Aldennan Weslel, Hamlin, Alderman Ken Heard. Alderman Kevin Holder. Alderman Brian
Ramsel- (via telephone). Alderman D.l. Smith. Alderman Bill Lee, City Attorney John Scanlon, and City
Clerk Paula Tierce. Absent rvas Alderman Chuck Cautier. The meeting was opened with an invocation
by Ann Magee Stradinger tbllou'ed by the pledge ofallegiance.

* * ** + ** * *** * ****** **** * ** * **,r **

The Mayor and Board of Aldermen were provided the March 2025 Financial Statement and the April
2025 Sales Tax Report.

* * * ** x ** * x * + ** * x * * * * ** * * * ** * * ** + * x *

Next came the recognition of Mayor's Youth Council that were present: Ty Davidson, Ann Magee
Stradinger. Hallie Dale. Sharon Perez. Mary Russell Philpott, Luke Smith. Stella Hathcock, and Joselyn
Bustillo

+:i+ +* + t:*+*:B* ++:t + * + + * ** + ** ** + ++* + * + **

Next came the matter of accepting the Minutes of the March 30,2025 Work Session and the
April l. 2025 and April 4. 2025 Board of Aldermen meeting. The Minutes were accepted
with no corrections noted.

*********** **+:f *+***** t*+ **,t * **t*

Next came the consideration ofthe Consent Agenda. Alderman D- I. Smith moved to approve the
Consent Agenda as follows:

a) Site Plan / Architectural Review for Taste Italian Kitchen - Outdoor Dining - Order
Attached Hereto as Exhibit "A"
b) Approve CE&I Pay Estimate No. 5 - U.S. Highway 5l-Lake Harbour Drive Intersection
Improvements - Order Attached Hereto as Exhibit "B"
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c) Surplus 2" Water Meters (Public Works) - Resolution Attached Hereto as Exhibit "C"
d) Accept Insurance Check $12.992.70 for Guardrail Damages Reimbursement and
Approve Budget Amendment to incrcase 001-000-354 (Insurance Proceeds) and to increase
001-201-603 (Professional Fees) by same amount - Resolution Attached Hereto as Exhibit
,D,

e) Authority to Advertise Pavement Markings for Bids for Certain Roads - Order Attached
Hereto as Exhibit "E"

1) Budget Amendment Decreasing General Fund Balance $886 and Increasing Account
001-450-840 $886 for the Knuckle Boom Lease Interest Payment - Resolution Attached
Hereto as Exhibit "F"

g) Special Event - Ride of Silence (Police Department) - Order Attached Hereto as Exhibit
'G"
h) Surplus Property (Police Department) - Resolution Attached Hereto as Exhibit'H'
i) Sewer Adjustments - Order Attached Hereto as Exhibit "I"

The motion was seconded by Alderman Kevin Holder and a vote was taken thereon as

follows:

Vote: Aye(s): Alderman Wesley Hamlin, Alderman Ken Heard, Alderman Kevin Holder,
Alderman Brian Ramsey, Alderman D.l. Smith, Alderman Bill Lee

Nar-(s): None

Absent: Alderman Chuck Gautier

The Mayor then declared the Motion carried

Next came the payment olclaims numbered 197370 - 197768 and April 4,2025 Payroll
($ I .458,771.43). Alderman Ken Heard moved to approve. The Motion was seconded by
Alderman Bill Lee and a vote was taken thereon as follows:

Vote: Aye(s): Alderman Wesley Hamlin, Alderman Ken Heard, Alderman Kevin Holder,
Alderman Brian Ramsey, Alderman Bill Lee

Nav(s): None
Absent: Alderman Chuck Gautier

The Mavor then declared the Motion carried.
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*** *** ********** **** *** ********

The Mayor announced the need ofgoing into Executive Session to discuss an economic
development/potential litigation matter. Alderman Wesley Hamlin moved to go into Closed
Session to discuss the need ofgoing into Executive Session to discuss an economic
development/potential I litigation matter. The motion was seconded bv Alderman Kevin Holder
and a vote was taken thereon as follou's:

Vote: Ave(s): Alderman Wesley Hamlin. Alderman Ken Heard, Alderman Kevin Holder,
Alderman Brian Ramsey. Alderman D.l. Smith, Alderman Bill Lee
Nav(s): None
Absent: Alderman Chuck Gautier

The Mayor then declared the Motion carried.

CLOSED SESSION

Alderman D. I. Smith moved to go into Executive Session to discuss an economic
development/potential litigation matter. Alderman Wesley Hamlin seconded the motion
and a vote was taken thereon as follows:

Vote Aye(s): Alderman Wesley Hamlin. Alderman Ken Heard, Alderman Kevin Holder.
Alderman Brian Ramsey. Alderman D.l. Smith, Alderman Bill Lee

Nav(s): None

Absent: Alderman Chuck Gautier

The Mayor then declared the Motion carried.

(Alderman Brian Ramsel, joined the meeting in person.)

EXECTITIVE SESSION

Alderman Wesley Hamlin moved to leave Executive Session. The motion was seconded
by Alderman Kevin Holder and a vote was taken thereon as follows:

Ave(s): Alderman Wesley Hamlin, Alderman Ken Heard, Alderman Kevin Holder,
Alderman Brian Ramsey, Alderman D.l. Smith, Alderman Bill Lee

Nav(s): None

Absent: Alderman Chuck Gautier

Vote:

2025001115



The Mayor then declared the Motion carried.

+*** * *rt * rr* rr >t**,! *** *,r*r. *** **r.* * r.

The Mayor reopened the meeting and announced that no action was taken by the Board of
Aldermen during the Executive Session.

There being no further business before the Board of Aldermen, the Mayor adjoumed the meeting at
7:03 p.m.

WITNESS MY SIGNATURE, this the ofApril.2025.

GENE F. MCGEE. MAYOR

T

PA II
{p

ERK

).- / [n(Ly
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SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE

CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI
APRIL 22,2025

6:00 P.M.

The Mayor opened the April 22.2025. special meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen to
order. Present were Alderman Wesley Hamlin. Alderman Ken Heard. Alderman Kevin Holder.
Alderman Brian Ramsey. Alderman D.l. Smith, Alderman Bill Lee. Alderman Chuck Gautier.
Citl,Anomey John Scanlon. and City Clerk Paula Tierce. The meeting was opened with an
invocation by Alderman Weslel,'Hamlin followed by the pledge of allegiance.

* * * * * * * * *:l * * * * r. * * * * ** * L ** * rt rl *:l *

The Mayor announced that the City of Ridgeland received the l25th Anniversary Ridgeland

Pecan Project - Partnership/Local Govemment Award l'r and the Wildllower Trails of MS - I't
Place fbr the Ridgeland Wildflower Field & Art Park by Keep MS Beautiful. City ol Ridgeland

Beautification Committee members Lea Anne Stacy received the Louise Godr,l'in Award and

Kenl'a Rachal received the Ron Aldridge Volunteer Au ard.

* * * * * + * * * * * + * * * * * * * + + +,i.,r,1 :t,i,l * :t :t't

Next the City Clerk adjudicated that proper notice of the meeting was made: a copy of the Notice
and email notifying the Board of Alderman are attached hereto as Exhibit ''A''.

*** **+* a** !i {.:t* ******+ *+* * ** **+* ***

The N4ayor and Board of Aldermen were provided the draft minutes and exhibits ofthe Zoning

Board meetings on April 3.2025- and April 17.2025, which includes the public hearings related

to the Conditional Use Permit Application. as well as all exhibits attached to those draft minutes

which u'ere considered by the Zoning Board.

++**+ *** *+* * *+**i.t+*,r+ +:t,1.***+**** *+*
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Next the Mayor announced that members of the Mayor's Youth Council were present: Jayla
Chatman and Armind Singh

********+*****+**+*++**++******+***

* *****+t **+ +**+ +***a*+t+*+++ *t,r,f**t+:ti.

The Mayor requested that Public Works Director Alan Hart give a presentation regarding the
Petition and Application for Conditional Use Permit for a public/quasi-public utility and facility
as requested from the MCEDA. Mr. Hart entered into the record the Bridge & Watson Report.
u hich is attached hereto as Exhibit "B". Mr. Hart also entered inlo the record his written
presentation. rvhich is attached hereto as Exhibit -C".

**** *** *** **++{. *** *++ * ****** **** ***

Next Skip Jernigan. Madison Countl- Economic Development Authoriqv Board Attomey. spoke

on behalfofthe Petitioner and the benetits it would offer to Ridgeland and Madison County.

+* *** * ****** ***********++* +*** ******

Next Jeremy Vanderloo of Entergy MS spoke in support of the Conditional Use Permit and

provided inlormation regarding residential properties near power plants. Mr. Vanderloo also

entered into the record documents which he referenced during his comments which are attached

hereto as Exhibit -D".

The Mayor announced that the meeting was not a public hearing, which had already taken place
before the Zoning Board on April 3 and 17. but that he r.r'ould allow brief comments from
individuals who desired to speak on the matter.

2025-001151



*+**********+****++*+*+*****+********

Yolanda Daniel spoke opposing the proposed Conditional Use Permit. Ms. Daniel presented two
displa""- boards shou'ing the proximity of a neighborhood to the existing power plant and the
proposed site. Ms. Daniel claimed that there was no house within lour (4) miles of the existing
pou'er plant based on mapping software available to her. The two display boards were
photographs ofthe Livingston/W County Line Road intersection and an aerial photograph. Ms.
Daniel ret'erenced certain scientific articles and studies in the materials she presented to both the
Zoning Board and the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. Ms. Daniel did not provide those articles
or studies to the Zoning Board or the Mayor and Board or otherwise present them for inclusion
into the record.

* t*t ******* **** ******* t****+* *:f + * * + t:t +

Edu,ard Henfey.lr,ho resides in the Woodland Springs Subdivision. spoke opposing the proposed

Conditional Use Permit and offered a document titled "Power Plant Comments to City Council",
which is attached hereto as Exhibit -E".

* t *,! * * * * * * * * + * * * + * * * * * * + * i. * * :i * * * * * * * * *

Dwayne Brinkley. u'ho resides on Old Agency Road, asked the question as to whether AWS
could exist u ithout the proposed power plant. and Mayor McGee responded affirmatively.

* * * * * * * * * * * {. * * + * * * * * + * * * + {. * * * * * * * * + + * + *

Jereml' Vanderloo made rebuttal comments regarding the statements made about distance. i.e..
that there uere no houses uithin fbur (4) miles of the existing power plant by Ms. Daniel: Mr.
Vanderloo stated this was not correct. Yolanda Daniel then made a clarification comment to
make certain that the Board of Aldermen understood her presentation.

** **** *:i* +** * *** ***+*++**+* *** **++*i* +
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Dr. Alan Peeples spoke in opposition ofthe proposed Conditional Use Permit and his lack of
trust and confidence in the work of MDEQ.

* * * * !i *,t * * * * * * * * * i. * + * + * *,1. + * * * + t :t * t + * * * *

Next Ma1'or McGee entered into the record emails that were received by his office. which are

altached herelo as Exhibit "F".

ttt* *** *************** **+****i't**** ***

Next Alderman D. I. Smith entered into the record an email that he sent to Jeny Sandlin, which
is attached hereto as Exhibit "G".

+******+***:t ******* ******* 't:ir.:t,|+* *+* *+*

Next Alderman Kevin Holder made comments regarding his personal investigation of the

conditions of a similar power plant located on Beasley Road. Alderman Holder stated that he

had a conversation with a worker ofthe plant regarding the safety and lack ofhealth problems,

which he perceived on behalf of himself and his family.

* + !i i. + :1. t + {. *,1. :* !t t * * * * * *. * * * * * {.,1 :t't't :1. {,,1 * * * * * +

Dr. Joe Files made a comment regarding his concern for the health effects of power lines

:t * * * * * *,t + * * * * * * * :1. + * + * * + + *,i * * * + + + i * + * * * *

Having considered all the evidence presented to them. including all materials and statements

presented lo the Zoning Board during the public hearings. the Board of Aldermen made a finding
that the substantial evidence supported the approval ofthe Conditional Use Permit in accordance

rvith the Citl''s Zoning Ordinance and w'ith the additional safeguards and conditions
recommended by Mr. Hart.

2025-001153



Alderman Kevin Holder then moved to grant the proposed Conditional Use Permit and to adopt
the Order granting a conditional use permit for a public/quasi-public use for a utility and major
associated facility. The motion was seconded by Alderman Bill Lee and a vote was taken
thereon as follows:

ALDERMAN D. I. SMITH VOTED: AYE

ALDERMAN BRIAN RAMSEY VOTED: AYE

ALDERMAN CHUCK GAUTIER VOTED AYE

ALDERMANWESLEYHAMLINVOTED: AYE

ALDERMAN KEN HEARD VOTED: AYE

ALDERMAN BILL LEE VOTED: AYE

ALDERMAN KEVIN HOLDER VOTED: AYE

The Mayor declared the motion passed. A copy ofthe Order granting the Conditional Use
Permit is attached hereto as Exhibit ''H".

The meeting was adjoumed at 6:55 p.m

8.tuThis the day ofApril.2025.

/ /Y)flil
GENE F. MCGEE. MAYOR

P T CE. CIT CLERK

2025-001154
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING
OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN

OF THE CITY OF RIDGELAND
APRIL I1,2025

6:00 P.M.

The Mayor opened the special called meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. Present
were Alderman Ken Heard. Alderman D. I. Smith. Alderman Wesley Hamlin, Alderman Bill Lee,

Alderman Kevin Holder- Alderman Brian Ramsey. City Attomel" John Scanlon, and City Clerk Paula

Tierce. Absent u'as Alderman Chuck Gautier.

Proper notice was adjudicated and a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A".

The Mayor recognized members ofthe Mayor's Youth Council present: Sarah Hart, Haylee
Phelps, Luke Smith. Ahmed Mokhtar. and Elle White

The Mayor presented the proposed agenda for the regular meeting scheduled on Tuesday, April
15.2025.

The meeting concluded at 6:06 p.m.

,ffi* ofApril.2025.WITNESS MY SIGNATURf,. this the

\b

l* n/l(
GENE F. MCGEE. MAYOR

ATTEST:

ula Ti Citv Clerk
898

"6

\ \

EXHIBIT "A"
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MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
OF THE CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI 

 
A meeting of the Architectural Review Board of the City of Ridgeland, Mississippi, (the 
“Board”), was duly called, held, and conducted on Tuesday, April 22, 2025 at 6:00 
o’clock P.M. in the Ridgeland City Hall in the City of Ridgeland, Madison County, 
Mississippi. 
 
 

The following Members were Present, to-wit: 
Randy Lynn, Chairman 
Connie Suber 
Rick Eades 
Jim Woodrick 
Jim Powell 
 
Members Absent: 
Leigh Sullivan 
Robert Moore 
 
Also attending: 
Jordan Lohman, City Planner 

 
 
 The meeting was called to order by Chairman Randy Lynn. Chairman Lynn led 
the invocation. It was determined by the members present that there was a quorum. 
 
 

The first item on the agenda was WATKINS COVERED STORAGE AREA 
located at 218 N Wheatley Street. Mr. Jordan Lohman presented the project. The 
applicant is requesting approval of architecture and site improvements for a new covered 
storage area at their existing facility.  
 

Chairman Lynn opened the floor for a motion. Jim Woodrick made a motion to 
approve the architectural review of the project as a “major” agenda item. Jim Powell 
seconded the motion and a vote was taken thereon as follows: 
 

Rick Eades   Aye 
Connie Suber   Aye 
Jim Woodrick   Aye 
Jim Powell   Aye 
Robert Moore   Absent 
Leigh Sullivan   Absent 
 

Chairman Lynn then declared the motion to approve the architectural review of 
the project carried. 
 



The minutes from the April 8, 2025 meeting were then read and approved by the 
board.  There being no further business to come before the board, the meeting adjourned. 
  

 
 
 
 

 
___________________________________ 

      Randy Lynn, Chairman 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Connie Suber, Secretary 



Architectural Review Board  Note: Applicant must have Material 
City of Ridgeland, MS    Board and Colored Rendering will all  
Checklist of Materials and Colors   exterior colors indicated for presentation 

To Architectural Review Board at time of 
     meeting. 

 
Project : ___________________________ Approved:________________________ 
Address: ___________________________  Date:___________________________ 
      ___________________________ 
 

A. Site Plan: 
 

1. Site Lighting Indicated  !!!! Yes !!!! No Wall Units !!!! Yes   !!!! No 
                  2. Pole & Light Fixture Cut Sheet  !!!! Yes !!!! No 
          Model Number and Color: __________________________ 
                  3. Wall Pack Units Cut Sheet  !!!! Yes !!!! No 
   Model Number and Color: _________________________ 
                  4. Electrical Service: !!!! UG !!!! OH 
                  5. Landscaping Indicated  !!!! Yes   !!!! No Legend  !!!! Yes  !!!! No 
                  6. Parking Area   !!!! Concrete  !!!! Asphalt  !!!! Wheel Stops  !!!! Curbing 
  Stripping           !!!! Yes  !!!!  No   Stripping Paint Color: __________ 
                  7. Proper Drainage Indicated  !!!! Yes !!!!  No 
                  8. Trash Dumpster Enclosed by Fence !!!!    Landscaping  !!!! 
                  9. Proper Grading Indicated  !!!!  Yes  !!!!  No 

10. Ground Mounted Sign Color: ____________________ 
11. Fence Type: _____________  Height: __________________ 
12. Ground Mounted HVAC Units: !!!!  Yes  !!!! No 

Enclosed by Fencing  !!!! Landscaping  !!!! 
                 13. Roof Top Mounted HVAC Units: !!!!  Yes  !!!!  No 

Enclosed by Parapet Wall   !!!! Screen  !!!! Type and Color ___________ 
 
B.      Building Elevations & Roof: Material Board _______   
                                                                   Color Rendering __________ 
                  1. Brick Manufacturer: ___________________   Color: ______________ 
                  2. Block Manufacturer: ___________________   Color: ______________ 
                  3.  E.I.F.S. Manufacturer: _________________     Color: _____________ 

4. Wood Siding Color: _________________________________________ 
5. Metal Siding Color: __________________________________________ 
6. O.H. Door Manufacturer: _________________  Color: _____________ 
7. Gutters, Downspout & Trim Color: _____________________________ 
8. Storefront/Door Manufacturer: ______________  Color: ___________ 
9. Window Manufacturer: ____________________    Color: __________ 
10. Awning Color: ____________________________ 
11. Pipe Bollard Color: __________________________ 
12. Building Sign Color: _________________________ 

Watkins Covered Storage
218 N Wheatley Street 

x x

x

x
x x

x WHITE
x

x

WD GOOD NEIGHBOR 6'-0"

x

AS REQUESTED

BLACK

BLACK

SEE CUT SHEET

x

AS REQUESTED

LIMESTONE



13.  Roof Types:     !!!! Built-up Asphalt  !!!!  Modified Bitumen             
                      !!!! EPDM Color: ______________________   

   !!!!  Metal Color:  ______________________  
                                                   !!!!   Fiberglass Color: __________________ 

14. Other Exterior Items: _____________________________________ 
                                                               ______________________________________ 

15. Color Rendering of Prominent Elevation. 
16.  $100.00 Architectural Review Board Fee Required: _________(Paid) 
 

                                                               
     

 
 

x BLACK

COLOR, LOOK AND FEEL WILL MATCH
EXISTING PAVILION ONSITE
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EROSION CONTROL PLAN NOTES
1. TOTAL DISTURBED SITE AREA = ± 2.0 AC.

2. VEGETATIVE CONTROLS: A COMBINATION OF TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT GRASSING WILL BE USED TO PROTECT SLOPES AS CONSTRUCTION PROGRESSES.
REFER TO VEGETATION SPECIFICATIONS FOR DETAILS. SHOULD A DISTURBED AREA BE LEFT UNDISTURBED FOR 14 DAYS OR MORE, TEMPORARY OR
PERMANENT VEGETATION SHALL BE PLACED IMMEDIATELY.

3. STRUCTURAL CONTROLS: INSTALL CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCES, DIVERSION DITCHES, WATTLE CHECK DAMS, SILT FENCE AND ALL OTHER STRUCTURAL BMPs
AS SHOWN BELOW. PERMANENT EROSION CONTROL BMPs AND STRUCTURAL BMPs SHOULD BE PLACED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO ENSURE FINAL
STABILIZATION OF THE SITE.

4. WATTLE CHECK DAMS:  SILT FENCE AND HAY BALES ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE FORMS OF CHECK DAMS WITHIN TEMPORARY DIVERSION DITCHES, SWALES OR
OTHER AREAS OF CONCENTRATED FLOW. CONTRACTOR SHALL USE SAND BAGS OR STONE DAMES TO CHECK FLOW. WATTLES MAY ALSO BE USED WHERE
LOWER FLOWS/SMALLER DRAINAGE AREAS OCCUR.

5. HOUSEKEEPING & MAINTENANCE PRACTICES: ALL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE CHECKED FOR STABILITY AND OPERATION
FOLLOWING EVERY RAINFALL BUT IN NO CASE LESS THAN ONCE EVERY WEEK. NON-FUNCTIONING EROSION CONTROLS SHALL BE REPAIRED, REPLACED, OR
SUPPLEMENTED WITH FUNCTIONAL CONTROLS WITHIN 24 HOURS OF DISCOVERY, OR AS SOON AS FIELD CONDITIONS ALLOW. WALK THROUGH INSPECTIONS
ARE RECOMMENDED BEFORE ANTICIPATED STORM EVENTS TO VERIFY THE INTEGRITY OF EROSION CONTROL MEASURES AND TO DETERMINE IF ADDITIONAL
MEASURES ARE NEEDED. SEDIMENT BASINS WILL BE CLEANED OUT WHEN THE LEVEL OF SEDIMENT REACHES 2.0 FEET BELOW THE TOP OF THE RISER, AND/OR
WHEN THE CAPACITY HAS BEEN REDUCED BY 50%. SILT FENCE SHALL BE CLEANED OUT WHEN SEDIMENT REACHES 13 TO 12 OF THE HEIGHT OF THE FENCE.
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF EQUIPMENT SHALL BE PERFORMED OFF-SITE, MATERIAL WASH OUT SHALL OCCUR EITHER OFF-SITE OR WITHIN DESIGNATED
WASH OUT AREAS.

6. POST-CONSTRUCTION CONTROL MEASURES: AS CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETED, PERMANENT VEGETATIVE GROWTH SHALL BE ESTABLISHED ON DISTURBED
SOILS TO IMPROVE SOIL STABILITY AND PROVIDE A BUFFER ZONE FOR LOOSE MATERIAL. LINED DITCHES SHALL BE INSTALLED AS SPECIFIED IN THE EROSION
CONTROL SEQUENCE TO REDUCE EROSION IN CONCENTRATED FLOW AREAS AND RIP-RAP WILL BE PLACED AS SPECIFIED TO DISSIPATE FLOW ENERGY AND
REDUCE FLOW VELOCITY. TEMPORARY BMPs MUST BE REMOVED FROM THE SITE WHEN THEY ARE NO LONGER NEEDED.

SF SILT FENCE PROTECTION

DRAWING SYMBOL LEGEND

PROPOSED DESCRIPTION

LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE

WATTLE CHECK DAM/INLET
PROTECTION

GROUND
LINE

RING FASTENERS
(TOP ONLY @
APPROX. 2'-0" O.C.

GEOTEXTILE

WOVEN WIRE
COVERED WITH

GEOTEXTILE

POST

BURY WOVEN WIRE
FENCE APPROX. 6"

GROUND LINE

FLOW

TRENCH (APPROX. 6"x6")
BACKFILL ON TOP OF
GEOTEXTILE WITH SOIL

STOP GEOTEXTILE HERE

METHOD 1

ELEVATION VIEW

SIDE VIEW

POST

GROUND LINE

FLOW

METHOD 1
MECHANICAL INSTALLATION

8" MIN. WIRE
FABRIC

NOTES:
1. SILT FENCES SHALL BE USED IN AREAS WHERE FLOW IS NOT SEVERE.
2. SILT FENCES ARE TEMPORARY SEDIMENT CONTROL ITEMS THAT SHALL BE
ERECTED OPPOSITE ERODIBLE AREAS SUCH AS NEWLY GRADED FILL SLOPES AND
ADJACENT TO STREAMS AND CHANNELS.
3. SILT FENCE SHOULD BE PLACED WELL INSIDE RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ALONG EDGE OF
CLEARING LIMITS. THIS WILL ALLOW ROOM FOR A BACK-UP FENCE IF FIRST FENCE
BECOMES FULL.
4. WHEREVER POSSIBLE SILT FENCE SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED ACROSS A LEVEL AREA
IN THE SHAPE OF A SMILE. THIS AIDS IN PONDING OF RUNOFF AND FACILITATES
SEDIMENTATION.
5. THE CONTRACTOR MAY ELECT TO USE EITHER METHOD I OR METHOD II. COST TO
BE LINEAR FEET OF SILT FENCE.
6. METHOD II INSTALLATION SHALL BE ACCOMPLISHED USING AN IMPLEMENT THAT IS
MANUFACTUREED FOR THE APPLICATION AND PROVIDES A CONFIGURATION MEETING
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE DETAIL.
7. WIRE SHALL BE MINIMUM OF 32' IN WIDTH AND SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM OF 6 LINE
WIRES WITH 12" STAY SPACING.
8. GEOTEXTILE FABRIC MEETING THE TYPE II MATERIAL REQUIREMENTS AND
INSTALLED ACCORDING TO SPECIFICATION MAY BE USED WITHOUT WIRE FENCE,

REQUIRED LAPPING

PLAN VIEW

WOVEN WIRE ENDS
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POST WOVEN WIRE ENDS
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(MDOT WORKING NO.ECD-3)
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April 28, 2025 
 
Mr. Chris Bryson 
City Engineer 
City of Ridgeland 
100 W. School St. 
Ridgeland, MS 39157 
 
RE: City of Ridgeland 
 Colony Park Blvd Water & Sewer Improvements Project 
 Benchmark # B-11042 
 Bid Results 
 
Dear Mr. Bryson: 
 
The City of Ridgeland received bids from five (5) contractors on the Colony Park Blvd Water & Sewer 
Improvements Project April 22, 2025, at 2:00 pm. The five bids were as follows: 

• Hemphill Construction Co. Inc.    $2,496,496.50 
• Joe McGee Construction Co. Inc.   $3,366,009.30 
• Eubank Construction Co. Inc.    $3,522,057.00 
• Thornton Construction Co. Inc.    $3,598,100.00 
• Southeastern Pipeline & Environmental Services  $4,673,080.50 

The apparent low bid for the project was submitted by Hemphill Construction Co. Inc. in the amount of 
$2,496,496.50. After reviewing and evaluating the bids and bid packets, we did not find any irregularities 
within their low bid that should be of concern.  After this review, it is our recommendation to award this 
bid to the low bidder, Hemphill Construction Co. Inc.  

We can begin preparing these contract documents for execution by the City of Ridgeland and the 
Contractor once this award is made by the City of Ridgeland.  Should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please do not hesitate to contact our office at 601-627-7780. 

Sincerely, 

 
Matthew Miller, P.E., P.L.S. 
Benchmark Engineering & Surveying, LLC 

cc:   File: B-11042  



PROJECT B-11042 City of Ridgeland 2025 Colony Park Blvd Water and Sewer Improvements Project
DATE:

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT

UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL

1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS 127,830.00$   127,830.00$     225,000.00$  225,000.00$      50,000.00$    50,000.00$         350,000.00$   350,000.00$      424,825.50$   424,825.50$          
2 CLEARING & GRUBBING 1 LS 55,000.00$     55,000.00$        245,000.00$  245,000.00$      25,000.00$    25,000.00$         127,630.00$   127,630.00$      350,000.00$   350,000.00$          
3 SILT FENCE 3335 LF 4.50$               15,007.50$        4.00$               13,340.00$         5.00$              16,675.00$         5.00$               16,675.00$        7.00$               23,345.00$             
4 12” WATTLES 500 LF 6.20$               3,100.00$          6.85$               3,425.00$           8.00$              4,000.00$           13.00$             6,500.00$          5.00$               2,500.00$               
5 CAP EXISTING 8" WATER MAIN 2 EA 1,000.00$       2,000.00$          2,705.00$       5,410.00$           4,000.00$       8,000.00$           6,500.00$       13,000.00$        1,000.00$       2,000.00$               
6 CAP 12" WATER MAIN 1 EA 700.00$           700.00$             3,940.00$       3,940.00$           7,500.00$       7,500.00$           1,600.00$       1,600.00$          1,250.00$       1,250.00$               
7 CAP & ABANDON EXISTING WATER MAIN (HOT) 1 EA 2,300.00$       2,300.00$          2,880.00$       2,880.00$           8,500.00$       8,500.00$           17,000.00$     17,000.00$        6,500.00$       6,500.00$               
8 CONNECTION TO EXISTING WATER LINE (COLD TAP) 1 EA 8,950.00$       8,950.00$          5,380.00$       5,380.00$           16,500.00$    16,500.00$         8,000.00$       8,000.00$          5,000.00$       5,000.00$               
9 8” C-900 WATER MAIN (OPEN CUT) 20 LF 45.00$             900.00$             244.00$          4,880.00$           95.00$            1,900.00$           122.00$           2,440.00$          40.00$             800.00$                  

10  8" X 8" TAPPING SLEEVE & 8” VALVE 1 EA 6,150.00$       6,150.00$          7,766.00$       7,766.00$           10,500.00$    10,500.00$         8,600.00$       8,600.00$          7,500.00$       7,500.00$               
11  12” C-900 WATER MAIN (OPEN CUT) 2116 LF 65.50$             138,598.00$     99.85$            211,282.60$      98.00$            207,368.00$      80.00$             169,280.00$      55.00$             116,380.00$          
12  12” C-900 WATER MAIN (IN CASING) 220 LF 190.00$           41,800.00$        153.15$          33,693.00$         80.00$            17,600.00$         76.00$             16,720.00$        90.00$             19,800.00$             
13 24” STEEL CASING (OPEN CUT) 180 LF 290.00$           52,200.00$        124.55$          22,419.00$         410.00$          73,800.00$         252.00$           45,360.00$        220.00$           39,600.00$             
14 12” END OF LINE ASSEMBLY 3 EA 850.00$           2,550.00$          2,971.00$       8,913.00$           4,500.00$       13,500.00$         2,200.00$       6,600.00$          3,000.00$       9,000.00$               
15 12” GATE VALVE ASSEMBLY 12 EA 4,350.00$       52,200.00$        7,137.00$       85,644.00$         9,500.00$       114,000.00$      5,400.00$       64,800.00$        4,500.00$       54,000.00$             
16 FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY (INCL. VALVE, ETC.) 5 EA 7,400.00$       37,000.00$        9,811.00$       49,055.00$         12,200.00$    61,000.00$         10,300.00$     51,500.00$        8,500.00$       42,500.00$             
17 DEMOLITION OF EXISTING SANITARY SEWER MANHOLE 2 EA 1,300.00$       2,600.00$          3,465.00$       6,930.00$           2,000.00$       4,000.00$           3,300.00$       6,600.00$          10,000.00$     20,000.00$             
18 CAP EXISTING 8” SANITARY SEWER LINE 1 EA 800.00$           800.00$             2,461.00$       2,461.00$           1,400.00$       1,400.00$           1,500.00$       1,500.00$          2,000.00$       2,000.00$               
19 CONNECT EXISTING 8” SANITARY SEWER TO NEW MANHOLE 2 EA 2,000.00$       4,000.00$          8,710.00$       17,420.00$         5,500.00$       11,000.00$         4,400.00$       8,800.00$          5,500.00$       11,000.00$             
20 CONNECTION TO EXISTING MANHOLE 1 EA 30,000.00$     30,000.00$        12,855.00$     12,855.00$         20,000.00$    20,000.00$         70,250.00$     70,250.00$        3,000.00$       3,000.00$               
21 12” I.D. HDPE DR-11 SEWER MAIN (DIRECTIONAL BORE) 1633 LF 860.00$           1,404,380.00$  971.55$          1,586,541.15$   1,200.00$       1,959,600.00$   1,150.00$       1,877,950.00$   1,550.00$       2,531,150.00$       
22 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (8'-10') 39 LF 87.00$             3,393.00$          95.00$            3,705.00$           100.00$          3,900.00$           105.00$           4,095.00$          225.00$           8,775.00$               
23 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (10'-12') 91 LF 93.00$             8,463.00$          100.00$          9,100.00$           109.00$          9,919.00$           110.00$           10,010.00$        285.00$           25,935.00$             
24 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (12'-14') 159 LF 108.00$           17,172.00$        112.00$          17,808.00$         125.00$          19,875.00$         120.00$           19,080.00$        300.00$           47,700.00$             
25 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (14'-16') 118 LF 113.00$           13,334.00$        133.25$          15,723.50$         145.00$          17,110.00$         150.00$           17,700.00$        355.00$           41,890.00$             
26 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (16'-18') 232 LF 120.00$           27,840.00$        163.10$          37,839.20$         230.00$          53,360.00$         155.00$           35,960.00$        395.00$           91,640.00$             
27 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (18'-20') 106 LF 135.00$           14,310.00$        229.50$          24,327.00$         320.00$          33,920.00$         235.00$           24,910.00$        465.00$           49,290.00$             
28 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (20'-22') 406 LF 149.00$           60,494.00$        290.05$          117,760.30$      590.00$          239,540.00$      445.00$           180,670.00$      580.00$           235,480.00$          
29 12” SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (IN CASING) 120 LF 140.00$           16,800.00$        200.65$          24,078.00$         80.00$            9,600.00$           120.00$           14,400.00$        300.00$           36,000.00$             
30 24” STEEL CASING (BORED) 180 LF 890.00$           160,200.00$     1,165.00$       209,700.00$      1,500.00$       270,000.00$      1,000.00$       180,000.00$      1,125.00$       202,500.00$          

BID TABULATION

4/28/2025

HEMPHILL CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                          

(COR 02449-MC)

EUBANK CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                            

(COR 24650-MC)

THORNTON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
INC.                                               

(COR 11156-MC)

SOUTHEASTERN PIPELINE & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES                     

(COR. 23529-MC)

JOE McGEE CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.

 (COR. 07743-MC)



PROJECT B-11042 City of Ridgeland 2025 Colony Park Blvd Water and Sewer Improvements Project
DATE:

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT

UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL

BID TABULATION

4/28/2025

HEMPHILL CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                          

(COR 02449-MC)

EUBANK CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                            

(COR 24650-MC)

THORNTON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
INC.                                               

(COR 11156-MC)

SOUTHEASTERN PIPELINE & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES                     

(COR. 23529-MC)

JOE McGEE CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.

 (COR. 07743-MC)

31 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (10'-12') 1 EA 9,000.00$       9,000.00$          10,700.00$     10,700.00$         7,000.00$       7,000.00$           7,500.00$       7,500.00$          10,500.00$     10,500.00$             
32 48” DIAMATER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (16’-18’) 1 EA 15,000.00$     15,000.00$        28,650.00$     28,650.00$         9,900.00$       9,900.00$           9,700.00$       9,700.00$          14,500.00$     14,500.00$             
33 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (18'-20') 2 EA 17,800.00$     35,600.00$        33,589.00$     67,178.00$         12,200.00$    24,400.00$         12,900.00$     25,800.00$        18,500.00$     37,000.00$             
34 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (20'-22') 1 EA 17,900.00$     17,900.00$        39,775.00$     39,775.00$         18,000.00$    18,000.00$         15,900.00$     15,900.00$        22,750.00$     22,750.00$             
35 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (22'-24') 1 EA 22,000.00$     22,000.00$        47,200.00$     47,200.00$         26,300.00$    26,300.00$         20,000.00$     20,000.00$        25,000.00$     25,000.00$             
36 CONNECT 2” FORCE MAIN TO NEW S.S. MANHOLE 1 EA 750.00$           750.00$             1,337.00$       1,337.00$           4,000.00$       4,000.00$           1,800.00$       1,800.00$          2,500.00$       2,500.00$               
37 EXTEND 2” SCH.40 PVC FORCE MAIN 34 LF 15.00$             510.00$             42.60$            1,448.40$           35.00$            1,190.00$           30.00$             1,020.00$          55.00$             1,870.00$               
38 CAP EXISTING 2” FORCE MAIN 1 EA 100.00$           100.00$             152.15$          152.15$              600.00$          600.00$              500.00$           500.00$              1,200.00$       1,200.00$               
39 UNDERCUT EXCAVATION 100 CY 15.00$             1,500.00$          55.68$            5,568.00$           25.00$            2,500.00$           45.00$             4,500.00$          25.00$             2,500.00$               
40 SELECT BEDDING MATERIAL 600 CY 75.00$             45,000.00$        178.10$          106,860.00$      150.00$          90,000.00$         180.00$           108,000.00$      65.00$             39,000.00$             
41 610 CRUSHED LIMESTONE 20 TON 80.00$             1,600.00$          678.00$          13,560.00$         100.00$          2,000.00$           120.00$           2,400.00$          85.00$             1,700.00$               
42 PERMANENT GRASSING (SEEDING) 2 AC 3,050.00$       6,100.00$          2,100.00$       4,200.00$           5,000.00$       10,000.00$         5,500.00$       11,000.00$        4,000.00$       8,000.00$               
43 SOLID SOD 2275 SY 12.60$             28,665.00$        7.00$               15,925.00$         8.00$              18,200.00$         10.00$             22,750.00$        40.00$             91,000.00$             
44 REPLACEMENT OF EX WATERLINE 60 LF 45.00$             2,700.00$          153.00$          9,180.00$           315.00$          18,900.00$         160.00$           9,600.00$          70.00$             4,200.00$               

2,496,496.50$  3,366,009.30$   3,522,057.00$   3,598,100.00$  4,673,080.50$       

SIGNED:
PRINT: Matthew W. Miller P.E., P.L.S.
DATE: 4/28/2025

BID RESULTS HAVE BEEN TABULATED ABOVE AND THE RESULTS 
ARE ACCURATE AND TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

TOTAL BID BASE BID 



 

mailing address: P.O. Box 217 • Ridgeland, Ms 39158 
street address: 100 W. School Street • Ridgeland, Ms 39157 

ph: 601.853.2027 •  fax: 601.853.2019 • www.ridgelandms.org 
 

Gene F. McGee, cmo - mayor • Alan Hart - director of public works 
 

board of aldermen: D.I. Smith, cmo - at-large • Ken Heard, cmo - ward 1 • Chuck Gautier, cmo - ward 2 
 Kevin Holder, cmo - ward 3 • Brian P. Ramsey, cmo - ward 4 • Bill Lee - ward 5 • Wesley Hamlin, cmo, mayor pro tempore - ward 6 

May 6, 2025 
Mr. Richard A. Rula, President 
Hemphill Construction Company, Inc. 
P.O. Drawer 879  
1858 Highway 49 South 
Florence, MS 39073-0879 
 
RE: NOTICE OF AWARD 

Colony Park Boulevard Water & Sewer Improvements  
City of Ridgeland, Madison County, Mississippi 
   

Dear Richard, 
This is to inform you that the City of Ridgeland has approved Contract award of the subject project 

to Hemphill Construction Company, Inc. in the Base Bid Amount of $2,496,496.50.  The date of this letter 
will serve as the official Notice of Award date. 

Along with this letter we are providing four (4) copies of the following sections from the Contract 
Documents for your execution: Contract Agreement, Payment Bond, and Performance Bond.  Also 
attached to this letter, for your reference and guidance is a Certified Tabulation of Bids, Instructions for 
Bonds, and Insurance Requirements. All attached contract documents must be executed and submitted 
for approval to the City of Ridgeland, 100 W. School St. Ridgeland, MS 39157 no later than Tuesday, 
May 20, 2025 in accordance with Proposal Section-C of your contract documents. The City Attorney must 
review and approve all contract documents prior to the Mayor signing the Contract. Note that the Contract 
Bond format is as required by the City, and must be utilized for this project.  Please leave all dates blank, 
the City will date all documents once they are fully executed.   

The City of Ridgeland will send the official Notice of Execution Letter upon receiving and 
completing the execution of the contract documents. The City of Ridgeland will issue the Notice to 
Proceed within ten (10) calendar days after the date of agreement in accordance with Information For 
Bidders, Section-B of your contract documents. 

Thank you for your assistance in processing these documents so we can begin work on this project.  
Should you have any questions please contact us at (601) 853-2027. 

 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Gene F. McGee 
Mayor 
City of Ridgeland 
 
Attachments 



 

 

   
Benchmark Engineering & Surveying, LLC 
101 Highpointe Courte, Suite B - Brandon, MS 39042 
P 601-591-1077   F 601-591-0711 
660 Katherine Drive, Suite 302 – Flowood, MS 39232 
P 601-627-7780 
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April 28, 2025 
 
Mr. Chris Bryson 
City Engineer 
City of Ridgeland 
100 W. School St. 
Ridgeland, MS 39157 
 
RE: City of Ridgeland 
 Colony Park Blvd Water & Sewer Improvements Project 
 Benchmark # B-11042 
 Bid Results 
 
Dear Mr. Bryson: 
 
The City of Ridgeland received bids from five (5) contractors on the Colony Park Blvd Water & Sewer 
Improvements Project April 22, 2025, at 2:00 pm. The five bids were as follows: 

• Hemphill Construction Co. Inc.    $2,496,496.50 
• Joe McGee Construction Co. Inc.   $3,366,009.30 
• Eubank Construction Co. Inc.    $3,522,057.00 
• Thornton Construction Co. Inc.    $3,598,100.00 
• Southeastern Pipeline & Environmental Services  $4,673,080.50 

The apparent low bid for the project was submitted by Hemphill Construction Co. Inc. in the amount of 
$2,496,496.50. After reviewing and evaluating the bids and bid packets, we did not find any irregularities 
within their low bid that should be of concern.  After this review, it is our recommendation to award this 
bid to the low bidder, Hemphill Construction Co. Inc.  

We can begin preparing these contract documents for execution by the City of Ridgeland and the 
Contractor once this award is made by the City of Ridgeland.  Should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please do not hesitate to contact our office at 601-627-7780. 

Sincerely, 

 
Matthew Miller, P.E., P.L.S. 
Benchmark Engineering & Surveying, LLC 

cc:   File: B-11042  



PROJECT B-11042 City of Ridgeland 2025 Colony Park Blvd Water and Sewer Improvements Project
DATE:

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT

UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL

1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS 127,830.00$   127,830.00$     225,000.00$  225,000.00$      50,000.00$    50,000.00$         350,000.00$   350,000.00$      424,825.50$   424,825.50$          
2 CLEARING & GRUBBING 1 LS 55,000.00$     55,000.00$        245,000.00$  245,000.00$      25,000.00$    25,000.00$         127,630.00$   127,630.00$      350,000.00$   350,000.00$          
3 SILT FENCE 3335 LF 4.50$               15,007.50$        4.00$               13,340.00$         5.00$              16,675.00$         5.00$               16,675.00$        7.00$               23,345.00$             
4 12” WATTLES 500 LF 6.20$               3,100.00$          6.85$               3,425.00$           8.00$              4,000.00$           13.00$             6,500.00$          5.00$               2,500.00$               
5 CAP EXISTING 8" WATER MAIN 2 EA 1,000.00$       2,000.00$          2,705.00$       5,410.00$           4,000.00$       8,000.00$           6,500.00$       13,000.00$        1,000.00$       2,000.00$               
6 CAP 12" WATER MAIN 1 EA 700.00$           700.00$             3,940.00$       3,940.00$           7,500.00$       7,500.00$           1,600.00$       1,600.00$          1,250.00$       1,250.00$               
7 CAP & ABANDON EXISTING WATER MAIN (HOT) 1 EA 2,300.00$       2,300.00$          2,880.00$       2,880.00$           8,500.00$       8,500.00$           17,000.00$     17,000.00$        6,500.00$       6,500.00$               
8 CONNECTION TO EXISTING WATER LINE (COLD TAP) 1 EA 8,950.00$       8,950.00$          5,380.00$       5,380.00$           16,500.00$    16,500.00$         8,000.00$       8,000.00$          5,000.00$       5,000.00$               
9 8” C-900 WATER MAIN (OPEN CUT) 20 LF 45.00$             900.00$             244.00$          4,880.00$           95.00$            1,900.00$           122.00$           2,440.00$          40.00$             800.00$                  

10  8" X 8" TAPPING SLEEVE & 8” VALVE 1 EA 6,150.00$       6,150.00$          7,766.00$       7,766.00$           10,500.00$    10,500.00$         8,600.00$       8,600.00$          7,500.00$       7,500.00$               
11  12” C-900 WATER MAIN (OPEN CUT) 2116 LF 65.50$             138,598.00$     99.85$            211,282.60$      98.00$            207,368.00$      80.00$             169,280.00$      55.00$             116,380.00$          
12  12” C-900 WATER MAIN (IN CASING) 220 LF 190.00$           41,800.00$        153.15$          33,693.00$         80.00$            17,600.00$         76.00$             16,720.00$        90.00$             19,800.00$             
13 24” STEEL CASING (OPEN CUT) 180 LF 290.00$           52,200.00$        124.55$          22,419.00$         410.00$          73,800.00$         252.00$           45,360.00$        220.00$           39,600.00$             
14 12” END OF LINE ASSEMBLY 3 EA 850.00$           2,550.00$          2,971.00$       8,913.00$           4,500.00$       13,500.00$         2,200.00$       6,600.00$          3,000.00$       9,000.00$               
15 12” GATE VALVE ASSEMBLY 12 EA 4,350.00$       52,200.00$        7,137.00$       85,644.00$         9,500.00$       114,000.00$      5,400.00$       64,800.00$        4,500.00$       54,000.00$             
16 FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY (INCL. VALVE, ETC.) 5 EA 7,400.00$       37,000.00$        9,811.00$       49,055.00$         12,200.00$    61,000.00$         10,300.00$     51,500.00$        8,500.00$       42,500.00$             
17 DEMOLITION OF EXISTING SANITARY SEWER MANHOLE 2 EA 1,300.00$       2,600.00$          3,465.00$       6,930.00$           2,000.00$       4,000.00$           3,300.00$       6,600.00$          10,000.00$     20,000.00$             
18 CAP EXISTING 8” SANITARY SEWER LINE 1 EA 800.00$           800.00$             2,461.00$       2,461.00$           1,400.00$       1,400.00$           1,500.00$       1,500.00$          2,000.00$       2,000.00$               
19 CONNECT EXISTING 8” SANITARY SEWER TO NEW MANHOLE 2 EA 2,000.00$       4,000.00$          8,710.00$       17,420.00$         5,500.00$       11,000.00$         4,400.00$       8,800.00$          5,500.00$       11,000.00$             
20 CONNECTION TO EXISTING MANHOLE 1 EA 30,000.00$     30,000.00$        12,855.00$     12,855.00$         20,000.00$    20,000.00$         70,250.00$     70,250.00$        3,000.00$       3,000.00$               
21 12” I.D. HDPE DR-11 SEWER MAIN (DIRECTIONAL BORE) 1633 LF 860.00$           1,404,380.00$  971.55$          1,586,541.15$   1,200.00$       1,959,600.00$   1,150.00$       1,877,950.00$   1,550.00$       2,531,150.00$       
22 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (8'-10') 39 LF 87.00$             3,393.00$          95.00$            3,705.00$           100.00$          3,900.00$           105.00$           4,095.00$          225.00$           8,775.00$               
23 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (10'-12') 91 LF 93.00$             8,463.00$          100.00$          9,100.00$           109.00$          9,919.00$           110.00$           10,010.00$        285.00$           25,935.00$             
24 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (12'-14') 159 LF 108.00$           17,172.00$        112.00$          17,808.00$         125.00$          19,875.00$         120.00$           19,080.00$        300.00$           47,700.00$             
25 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (14'-16') 118 LF 113.00$           13,334.00$        133.25$          15,723.50$         145.00$          17,110.00$         150.00$           17,700.00$        355.00$           41,890.00$             
26 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (16'-18') 232 LF 120.00$           27,840.00$        163.10$          37,839.20$         230.00$          53,360.00$         155.00$           35,960.00$        395.00$           91,640.00$             
27 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (18'-20') 106 LF 135.00$           14,310.00$        229.50$          24,327.00$         320.00$          33,920.00$         235.00$           24,910.00$        465.00$           49,290.00$             
28 12" SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (20'-22') 406 LF 149.00$           60,494.00$        290.05$          117,760.30$      590.00$          239,540.00$      445.00$           180,670.00$      580.00$           235,480.00$          
29 12” SDR-26 SANITARY SEWER LINE, (IN CASING) 120 LF 140.00$           16,800.00$        200.65$          24,078.00$         80.00$            9,600.00$           120.00$           14,400.00$        300.00$           36,000.00$             
30 24” STEEL CASING (BORED) 180 LF 890.00$           160,200.00$     1,165.00$       209,700.00$      1,500.00$       270,000.00$      1,000.00$       180,000.00$      1,125.00$       202,500.00$          

BID TABULATION

4/28/2025

HEMPHILL CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                          

(COR 02449-MC)

EUBANK CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                            

(COR 24650-MC)

THORNTON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
INC.                                               

(COR 11156-MC)

SOUTHEASTERN PIPELINE & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES                     

(COR. 23529-MC)

JOE McGEE CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.

 (COR. 07743-MC)



PROJECT B-11042 City of Ridgeland 2025 Colony Park Blvd Water and Sewer Improvements Project
DATE:

ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT

UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL UNIT PRICE SUB-TOTAL

BID TABULATION

4/28/2025

HEMPHILL CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                          

(COR 02449-MC)

EUBANK CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.                                            

(COR 24650-MC)

THORNTON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
INC.                                               

(COR 11156-MC)

SOUTHEASTERN PIPELINE & 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES                     

(COR. 23529-MC)

JOE McGEE CONSTRUCTION
 CO. INC.

 (COR. 07743-MC)

31 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (10'-12') 1 EA 9,000.00$       9,000.00$          10,700.00$     10,700.00$         7,000.00$       7,000.00$           7,500.00$       7,500.00$          10,500.00$     10,500.00$             
32 48” DIAMATER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (16’-18’) 1 EA 15,000.00$     15,000.00$        28,650.00$     28,650.00$         9,900.00$       9,900.00$           9,700.00$       9,700.00$          14,500.00$     14,500.00$             
33 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (18'-20') 2 EA 17,800.00$     35,600.00$        33,589.00$     67,178.00$         12,200.00$    24,400.00$         12,900.00$     25,800.00$        18,500.00$     37,000.00$             
34 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (20'-22') 1 EA 17,900.00$     17,900.00$        39,775.00$     39,775.00$         18,000.00$    18,000.00$         15,900.00$     15,900.00$        22,750.00$     22,750.00$             
35 48" DIAMETER PRECAST CONCRETE MANHOLE (22'-24') 1 EA 22,000.00$     22,000.00$        47,200.00$     47,200.00$         26,300.00$    26,300.00$         20,000.00$     20,000.00$        25,000.00$     25,000.00$             
36 CONNECT 2” FORCE MAIN TO NEW S.S. MANHOLE 1 EA 750.00$           750.00$             1,337.00$       1,337.00$           4,000.00$       4,000.00$           1,800.00$       1,800.00$          2,500.00$       2,500.00$               
37 EXTEND 2” SCH.40 PVC FORCE MAIN 34 LF 15.00$             510.00$             42.60$            1,448.40$           35.00$            1,190.00$           30.00$             1,020.00$          55.00$             1,870.00$               
38 CAP EXISTING 2” FORCE MAIN 1 EA 100.00$           100.00$             152.15$          152.15$              600.00$          600.00$              500.00$           500.00$              1,200.00$       1,200.00$               
39 UNDERCUT EXCAVATION 100 CY 15.00$             1,500.00$          55.68$            5,568.00$           25.00$            2,500.00$           45.00$             4,500.00$          25.00$             2,500.00$               
40 SELECT BEDDING MATERIAL 600 CY 75.00$             45,000.00$        178.10$          106,860.00$      150.00$          90,000.00$         180.00$           108,000.00$      65.00$             39,000.00$             
41 610 CRUSHED LIMESTONE 20 TON 80.00$             1,600.00$          678.00$          13,560.00$         100.00$          2,000.00$           120.00$           2,400.00$          85.00$             1,700.00$               
42 PERMANENT GRASSING (SEEDING) 2 AC 3,050.00$       6,100.00$          2,100.00$       4,200.00$           5,000.00$       10,000.00$         5,500.00$       11,000.00$        4,000.00$       8,000.00$               
43 SOLID SOD 2275 SY 12.60$             28,665.00$        7.00$               15,925.00$         8.00$              18,200.00$         10.00$             22,750.00$        40.00$             91,000.00$             
44 REPLACEMENT OF EX WATERLINE 60 LF 45.00$             2,700.00$          153.00$          9,180.00$           315.00$          18,900.00$         160.00$           9,600.00$          70.00$             4,200.00$               

2,496,496.50$  3,366,009.30$   3,522,057.00$   3,598,100.00$  4,673,080.50$       

SIGNED:
PRINT: Matthew W. Miller P.E., P.L.S.
DATE: 4/28/2025

BID RESULTS HAVE BEEN TABULATED ABOVE AND THE RESULTS 
ARE ACCURATE AND TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE.

TOTAL BID BASE BID 





  
 

143-A LeFleurs Square | Jackson, MS 39211 
601 355-9526 OFFICE | 601 352-3945 FAX 

WAGGONERENG.COM 
 
 

April 15, 2025 
 

 
Alan Hart, P.L.A. 
Public Works Director 
City of Ridgeland 
100 West School Street 
Ridgeland, MS 39157 
 
 
RE: CONSTRUCTION PAYMENT REQUEST- No. Three 

Purple Creek Drainage Basin Improvements 
WEI #23088 

 
Dear Mr. Hart: 
 
Transmitted, for your review and approval, is Hemphill Construction Co., Inc. Pay Request No. 3 for 
the referenced project. The estimate for the work period January 1, 2025 to March 31, 2025, in the 
amount of $182,849.86 has been verified and is ready for further processing. 
 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, please contact us. Thank you for 
this opportunity to be of service. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Hayden Overby, P.E. 
Sr. Project Manager 
 
HO/jm 
 
Attachment 
 
 
cc: Paul Foley, P.E., Dir. of Transportation & Field Support Services, Waggoner Engineering Inc. 















ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS 
FOR 

OLD AGENCY ROAD DITCH IMPROVEMENTS 
 CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI 

NOTICE is hereby given that the City of Ridgeland, Mississippi will receive written sealed bids until the hour of 10:00 AM, local 
time, on WEDNESDAY, JUNE 11TH, 2025, in the Public Works Conference Room at Ridgeland City Hall, 100 West School Street, 
Ridgeland, Mississippi 39157, for the furnishing of all labor and materials and for the construction of that certain project designated as: 

 
OLD AGENCY ROAD DITCH IMPROVEMENTS 

City of Ridgeland, Madison County, Mississippi 
 

Bids are to be stated for approximately 1,000 feet of ditch improvements, approximately 240 linear feet of sheet pile installation, 
asphalt paving, storm drain improvements and all other work necessary to complete the above project as shown and specified in the 
Construction Plans and Contract Documents at two separate sites along Old Agency Road. 

A non-mandatory pre-bid conference will be held at 10:00 AM, on FRIDAY, MAY 30TH, 2025, in the Public Works Conference 
Room at Ridgeland City Hall. All plan holders are encouraged to attend. 

The Total Contract Time will be 30 CALENDAR DAYS and the liquidated damages will be $1,000.00 per consecutive 
calendar day thereafter.   

 Official Bid Documents can be downloaded from Central Bidding at www.centralbidding.com and electronic bids can be 
submitted at www.centralbidding.com.  For any questions relating to the electronic bidding process and to register, please call Central 
Bidding at 225-810-4814. 

  Optional hard copies of project bid documents are also available for a nonrefundable price of $100.00 for each set.  Paper 
copies of the Proposal and Contract Documents may be obtained from the Public Works Department of the City of Ridgeland, Mississippi, 
at the Ridgeland City Hall, 100 West School Street, Ridgeland, Mississippi 39157. 

The DRAWINGS, SPECIFICATIONS AND BID SCHEDULE may also be examined at the following locations: 
Mississippi Procurement Technical 

Assistance Program (MPTAP) 
501 North West Street, Suite B 01 

Jackson, MS 39201 
Contact: Carlyn McGee 

601-359-3448 

City of Ridgeland 
Public Works Department 

Ridgeland City Hall 
100 W. School Street 
Ridgeland, MS 39157 

Contact: Alan Hart, PLA, 
601-853-2027 

Central Bidding 
www.centralbidding.com 

225-810-4814 

 
 The City of Ridgeland, Mississippi hereby notifies all bidders that it will affirmatively insure that in any contract entered into 
pursuant to this advertisement, disadvantaged business enterprises will be afforded full opportunity to submit bids in response to this 
invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, sex, religion or national origin in consideration for an award.   

 Each bid shall be accompanied by a Certified Check on a solvent bank or a Bidder’s Bond issued by a Surety Company licensed to 
operate in the State of Mississippi, in the amount of five percent (5%) of the total bid price, payable to the City of Ridgeland, Mississippi as 
bid security. The successful bidder will be required to furnish a Performance Bond and a Payment Bond each in the amount of one hundred 
percent (100%) of the contract amount. 

 The proposal and contract documents in its entirety shall be submitted in a sealed envelope and deposited with Ridgeland City 
Hall, Ridgeland, Mississippi prior to the hour and date above designated. No bidder may withdraw his bid within sixty (60) days after the 
date of actual bid opening, without Owner’s consent.   

 Contract award will be made to the lowest and best bidder offering the low aggregate amount for the base bid item, plus additive or 
deductive bid alternates applied in the order which is most beneficial to the Owner, and within funds available for the project. 

 The Mayor and Board of Aldermen reserve the right to accept or reject any and all bids and to waive any and all 
informalities. 

 BY ORDER OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN, ON THIS THE 6th DAY OF MAY 2025. 
 CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI 
  
BY:  

         Gene F. McGee, MAYOR 
Publish MONDAY, MAY 12TH, 2025 and MONDAY, MAY 19TH, 2025 IN THE CLARION LEDGER. 
Furnish proof of publication to:  Paula Tierce, City Clerk, and Alan Hart, PLA, Public Works Director, City of Ridgeland; P.O. Box 217; 

Ridgeland, MS 39158-0217 (601-856-7113) 
Send invoice to:    Paula Tierce, City Clerk, City of Ridgeland; P.O. Box 217; Ridgeland, MS 39158  (601-856-7113)  

http://www.centralbidding.com/




CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI 
RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 

AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF AN APPLICATION TO THE FY2025 SAFE STREETS AND 
ROADS FOR ALL (SS4A) GRANT PROGRAM FOR THE WEST JACKSON STREET CORRIDOR 

IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT  
 

WHEREAS, a notice of funding availability for the fiscal year (FY) 2025 Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) 
grant program was issued by the USDOT; and,     
 
WHEREAS, the City of Ridgeland has selected the West Jackson Street Corridor Improvements to submit to the 
USDOT for consideration for SS4A implementation funding; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the West Jackson Street Corridor Improvements project is intended make needed improvements to 
the roadway to prevent death and serious injury involving roadway users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, 
personal vehicles, motorists, and commercial vehicle operators; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Ridgeland agrees to provide local matching funds and funds for all other non-eligible 
project costs up to an amount up to 20% of the total project cost; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Ridgeland is committed to identifying, securing, and applying financial resources from 
local, state, and federal sources for implementation and to providing necessary matching funds for the project; 
 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN of the City 
of Ridgeland, Mississippi as follows, to-wit: 
 
SECTION 1: The Mayor and Board of Aldermen announce their intent to apply for Safe Streets and Roads for 

All grant program funds to aid the City of Ridgeland, Mississippi, in West Jackson Street Corridor 
Improvements initiative. 

 
SECTION 2: The Mayor and Board of Aldermen designates the Mayor and Public Works Director to act as a 

representative of the City in this matter and to execute all necessary forms and documents on behalf 
of the City.   

 
 
SO RESOLVED this the             day of                                    , 2025. 

 
 
 

By: ______________________________  
Gene F. McGee, Mayor 

 
 
 

Attest: 
 
 
 

_________________________________ 
Paula Tierce, City Clerk



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

BILLING CODE 4910-9X 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary of Transportation 

Docket Number: DOT-OST-2025-0050 

USDOT FY25 Safe Streets and Roads for All Funding 

ISSUED: March 28, 2025 

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary of Transportation, U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT 

or the Department) 

ACTION: Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO), Assistance Listing # 20.939 

Each section of this Notice of Funding Opportunity contains information and instructions 

relevant to the application process for SS4A grants, and all applicants should read this notice in 

its entirety to have the information they need to submit eligible and competitive applications. 

Section Content 
A Basic Information 
B Definitions 
C Eligibility Information 
D Program Description 
E Federal Award Information 
F Submission Requirements and Deadlines 
G Application Review Information 
H Federal Award Notices 
I Post-Award Requirements and Administration 
J Other Information 
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A. Basic Information 

Basic Information: Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) 
Federal Agency 
Name 

Office of the Secretary of Transportation, U.S. Department of Transportation 

Funding 
Opportunity 
Number 

DOT-SS4A-FY25-01 (Grants.gov) 

Assistance Listing 
Number 

20.939 

Executive Funds for the fiscal year (FY) 2025 SS4A grant program are to be awarded on a 
Summary competitive basis to support planning, infrastructure, and behavioral and 

operational initiatives to prevent fatalities and serious injuries on roads and 
streets involving all roadway users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public 
transportation, motorists, and commercial vehicle operators. 

Objective The purpose of this notice is to solicit applications for Safe Streets and Roads for 
All (SS4A) grants. 

Eligible Applicants   Metropolitan planning organizations;  

 Political subdivisions of a State or territory (e.g., cities, towns, counties);  

 Federally recognized Tribal governments; and 

 A multijurisdictional group of entities described in any of the 
aforementioned three types of entities. 

Eligible Project  Develop a comprehensive safety action plan (Action Plan). 
Types  Conduct supplemental safety planning to enhance an Action Plan. 

 Carry out demonstration activities to inform the development of, or an 
update to, an Action Plan. 

 Perform planning, design, and development activities for projects and 
strategies identified in an Action Plan. 

 Implement projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan that 
address roadway safety problems. 
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Basic Information: Safe Streets and Roads for All (SS4A) 
Funding Details This Notice makes available up to $982,260,494 for FY 2025 grants:   

 $580,000,000 is available for Implementation Grants 
o Expected number of awards: 40 to 70 
o Expected funding range: $2,500,000 to $25,000,000 

 $402,260,494 is available for Planning and Demonstration Grants 
o Expected number of awards: 400 to 700 
o Expected funding range: $100,000 to $5,000,000 

The Department reserves the right to make more, or fewer, awards. USDOT 
reserves the discretion to alter minimum and maximum award sizes upon 
receiving the full pool of applications and assessing the needs of the program in 
relation to the SS4A grant priorities in Section D.3. DOT may increase the 
overall amount of funding if additional funds become available. 

Funding 
Restrictions 

 Not more than 15 percent of the $1 billion in FY 2025 funds made 
available to carry out the SS4A program may be awarded to eligible 
applicants in a single State.1 

 A minimum of 40 percent of the total funds made available in FY 2025 
must be awarded for developing an Action Plan, including supplemental 
planning to update an existing Action Plan, or demonstration activities to 
inform the development or update of an Action Plan. The 40 percent set-
aside for FY 2025 funding may change if Congress enacts applicable 
legislation before awards are announced. 

Key Dates Planning and Demonstration Grant and Implementation Grant applications must 
be submitted by 5:00 PM (EDT) on June 26, 2025. 
Technical questions must be submitted by 5:00 PM (EDT) on May 29, 2025.  
Pre-application eligibility review requests must be submitted for Implementation 
Grants by 5:00 PM (EDT) on May 9, 2025. 

Application Links Applications must be submitted via Valid Eval, an online submission proposal 
system used by USDOT 

 Implementation Grant Application: 
https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_implementation/signup 

 Planning and Demonstration Grant Application: 
https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_planning_demo/signup 

Customer support for Valid Eval can be reached at support@valideval.com. 

Agency Contact 
Information 

Email: SS4A@dot.gov 
Website: https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A 
DOT will regularly post answers to common questions and requests for 
clarification, as well as schedule information regarding webinars providing 
additional guidance. 

1 Funding for Tribal lands will be treated as their own State and will not count toward a State’s 15% limit. 
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1. Changes in the FY 2025 NOFO 

The FY 2025 NOFO substantively differs from the FY 2024 NOFO in the following ways: 

 The NOFO includes one application deadline of June 26, 2025. 

 Underserved Community will use the same definition as Areas of Persistent Poverty for 

purposes of this NOFO. See Section B for more information.  

 The maximum expected award for Planning and Demonstration Grants changed from 

$10,000,000 to $5,000,000. 

 Section C.3.iii contains updated Action Plan requirements for Planning and 

Demonstration Grant applicants requesting funds to conduct supplemental planning 

and/or demonstration activities only. 

 Section C.4.i states that applicants may use no more than three plans to meet the Action 

Plan requirement. 

 Section C.4.i.b contains updated Action Plan requirements for Implementation Grant 

award recipients. 

 Section D.2.i Table 1: Action Plan Components has been updated. 

 Section G.1.ii contains updated Implementation Grant selection criteria. 

 References to rescinded Executive Orders and priorities from the previous 

administration have been removed. 
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B. Definitions 

Term Definition 

Applicant’s 
Jurisdiction(s) 

The U.S. Census tract(s) where the applicant operates or performs their safety 
responsibilities. If an applicant is seeking funding for multiple jurisdictions, 
they should include all relevant Census tracts for the jurisdictions covered by 
the application. 

Complete Streets Standards or policies that ensure the safe and adequate accommodation of all 
users of the transportation system, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public 
transportation users, children, older individuals, individuals with disabilities, 

2motorists, and freight vehicles.1F 

Comprehensive Safety 
Action Plan 

A comprehensive safety action plan (referred to as an “Action Plan”) is a plan 
to prevent roadway fatalities and serious injuries in a locality or region or on 
Tribal land. This can be either an Action Plan developed with a Planning and 
Demonstration Grant, or a previously developed plan (e.g., a Vision Zero plan 
or similar plan) that is substantially similar to and meets the eligibility 
requirements of an Action Plan. See Table 1 for a detailed description. 

Fatal or Serious Injury 
Crash 

A fatal or serious injury crash involves a motor vehicle traveling on a 
trafficway customarily open to the public. To be considered a motor vehicle 
related fatal injury, the crash must involve a motor vehicle traveling on a 
trafficway customarily open to the public and must result in the death of a 
vehicle occupant or a nonoccupant within 30 days of the crash. This definition 
aligns with the definition of a fatal crash in the Fatality Analysis Reporting 
System (FARS).  

High-Injury Network Identifies the highest concentrations of motor vehicle related crashes resulting 
in serious injuries and fatalities within a given roadway network or 
jurisdiction. 

Micromobility Any small, low-speed, human- or electric-powered transportation device, 
including bicycles, scooters, electric-assist bicycles, electric scooters (e-
scooters), and other small, lightweight, wheeled conveyances.3 

2 The definition is in IIJA Section 11206 (a) 
3 Source: FHWA, Public Roads Magazine, Spring 2021, “Micromobility: A Travel Innovation.” Publication 
Number: FHWA-HRT-21-003. 
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Personal Conveyance A personal conveyance is a device, other than a transport device, used by a 
pedestrian for personal mobility assistance or recreation. These devices can be 
motorized or human powered, but not propelled by pedaling (e.g., a 
wheelchair).4 

Political Subdivision A unit of government created under the authority of State law. This includes 
of a State cities, towns, counties, special districts, certain transit agencies, and similar 

units of local government. A transit district, authority, or public benefit 
corporation is eligible if it was created under State law, including transit 
authorities operated by political subdivisions of a State.  

Rural For the purposes of this NOFO, jurisdictions outside an Urban Area (UA) or 
located within UAs with populations fewer than 200,000 will be considered 
rural. Lists of UAs are available on the U.S. Census Bureau website at 
https://www2.census.gov/geo/docs/reference/ua/2020_Census_ua_list_all.xlsx 

Safe System 
Approach 

A guiding principle to address the safety of all road users. It involves a 
paradigm shift to improve safety culture, increase collaboration across all 
safety stakeholders, and refocus transportation system design and operation 
on anticipating human mistakes and lessening impact forces to reduce crash 
severity and save lives.5 Safe System Approach includes five elements: safe 
road users, safe vehicles, safe speeds, safe roads, and post-crash care. 

Areas of Persistent Areas of Persistent Poverty (APP)6 are defined as: 
Poverty and 
Underserved 
Community 

 Any county that has consistently had greater than or equal to 20 
percent of the population living in poverty during the 30-year period 
preceding November 15, 2021, as measured by the 1990 and 2000 
decennial census and the most recent annual Small Area Income 
Poverty Estimates as estimated by the Bureau of the Census 

 Any census tract with a poverty rate of at least 20 percent as measured 
by the 2014 – 2018 5-year data series available from the American 
Community Survey of the Bureau of the Census 

 Any territory or possession of the United States 

Underserved Community will use the same definition as APP for purposes of 
this NOFO. 

4 https://crashstats.nhtsa.dot.gov/Api/Public/ViewPublication/813251. See page 127 for the full definition as defined 
in the 2020 FARS/CRSS Coding and Validation Manual. 
5https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths Zero Deaths and Safe System | FHWA 
6 This definition is in 49 U.S.C. 6702(a)(1). 
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C. Eligibility Information 

1. Eligible Applicants 

Eligible applicants for SS4A grants are: 

 a metropolitan planning organization (MPO);  

 a political subdivision of a State or territory;  

 a federally recognized Tribal government; and  

 a multijurisdictional group of entities made up of any of the aforementioned three types 

of entities. 

A multijurisdictional group of entities described in 4) should identify a lead applicant as the 

primary point of contact. Non-profits are not eligible applicants unless created under State law 

with roadway safety and/or planning responsibilities equivalent to a political subdivision of a 

State. States are not eligible applicants.   

For the purposes of this NOFO, an applicant’s jurisdiction is defined as the U.S. Census tracts 

where the applicant operates or performs their safety responsibilities.  

SS4A award recipients from all previous years are eligible to apply in FY 2025. 

i. Additional Eligibility Requirements for Implementation Grant Applicants 

An eligible applicant for an Implementation Grant must also meet at least one of the following 

conditions: 

 have ownership and/or maintenance responsibilities over a roadway network;  

 have safety responsibilities that affect roadways; or 

 have agreement from the agency that has ownership and/or maintenance responsibilities 

for the roadway within the applicant’s jurisdiction.  
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2. Number of Applications 

Eligible applicants may submit one application only to the FY25 funding opportunity. If multiple 

applications are received from the same political subdivision of a State and/or applicant, the last 

application submitted will be reviewed. If an applicant is eligible for both a Planning and 

Demonstration Grant and an Implementation Grant, the applicant must choose between applying 

for a Planning and Demonstration Grant or an Implementation Grant.  

Implementation Grant applicants may request funds to bundle supplemental planning and 

demonstration activities as described in Section D.2.i to update an Action Plan, with funds to 

implement projects and strategies. 

3. Planning and Demonstration Grant Eligibility Requirements 

Eligibility requirements are contingent on whether an applicant is requesting funds to develop a 

new Action Plan, conduct supplemental planning to update an existing Action Plan, and/or carry 

out demonstration activities to inform the development of or update to an Action Plan. Any 

applicant that meets the eligibility requirements may apply for a Planning and Demonstration 

Grant to develop an Action Plan. 

i. Developing an Action Plan 

Applicants applying to develop an Action Plan may also bundle supplemental planning and 

demonstration activities into their funding request. Applicants with an existing Action Plan may 

also apply to update their Action Plan. The development of an Action Plan must include all 

relevant road users and be at a broad, systemic geographic level (i.e., the eligible applicant’s 

entire jurisdiction, not a few road segments within a jurisdiction). Corridor-level or site-specific 

studies are considered to be supplemental planning and not an Action Plan. 
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ii. Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities 

If a higher-level jurisdiction (e.g., an MPO or county would be a higher-level jurisdiction for a 

city or town) has an eligible and finalized Action Plan, or is in the process of completing or 

updating an SS4A funded Action Plan from a previous grant round, an eligible applicant can 

apply for supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities without its own plan only if: 1) 

the geographic boundaries of the higher-level jurisdiction’s Action Plan cover the eligible 

applicant’s jurisdiction; 2) the proposed activities are coordinated with the higher-level 

jurisdiction and the application demonstrates such coordination; and 3) the activities will inform 

the Action Plan of the higher-level jurisdiction. An application may be deemed duplicative, and 

therefore ineligible, if it requests funds to develop a new Action Plan when another jurisdiction is 

already preparing an Action Plan in the same area using SS4A funding and/or it requests funds to 

develop a new Action Plan in the same area as another FY25 application. Duplicative funding 

requests to develop a new Action Plan will be identified and assessed for merit within the context 

of other jurisdictions and their planning activities and will result in an eligibility determination. 

The Department encourages complementary but distinctive activities, including but not limited to 

demonstration activities that will help inform the development of an Action Plan. 

iii. Action Plan Requirement 

Applicants applying to conduct supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities only, 

without developing or updating an Action Plan must either a) have an existing Action Plan, 

which is demonstrated through meeting the Action Plan requirements outlined in the Self-

Certification Eligibility Worksheet and described in Table 1: Action Plan Components, b) have 

received SS4A funding in a previous round to develop or update an Action Plan and are in the 

process of completing or updating an Action Plan, as described in Table 1: Action Plan 
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Components, or c) use a higher-level jurisdiction’s Action Plan as described above in Section 

C.3.ii. 

4. Implementation Grant Eligibility Requirements 

i. Action Plan Requirement 

To apply for an Implementation Grant, the applicant must certify that they have an existing plan 

that is substantially similar to an Action Plan as defined in Section D.2.i.a and Table 1: Action 

Plan Components and has been finalized and/or last updated between 2020 and June 26, 2025. 

The components required for an existing plan to be substantially similar to an Action Plan may 

be found in up to three plans (e.g., a regional transportation safety plan and a local Vision Zero 

plan may be used together to meet all component requirements).  

If another jurisdiction (e.g., an MPO or county) has an existing plan in place that meets Action 

Plan eligibility requirements, an eligible applicant covered within the Action Plan’s geographic 

boundaries could apply without its own plan as long as the existing plan is focused, at least in 

part, on the roadway network within the applicant’s jurisdiction, the plans include the applicant’s 

projects and strategies, and all other eligibility requirements are met. 

If an applicant does not have an existing Action Plan or is not located in a jurisdiction which has 

an existing Action Plan, they should apply for a Planning and Demonstration Grant to develop 

one. They should NOT apply for an Implementation Grant. 

The plan, or a combination of up to three plans, must be uploaded as an attachment to the 

application or provided as web links to publicly available sites. Applicants should use the Self-
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Certification Eligibility Worksheet to determine eligibility and upload the completed worksheet 

with their application.7 

a. Ineligible Plans 

State-level Action Plans (e.g., a Strategic Highway Safety Plan required under 23 U.S.C. § 148, 

State Highway Safety Plans required under 23 U.S.C. § 402, Commercial Vehicle Safety Plans 

required under 49 U.S.C. § 31102) as well as Public Transportation Agency Safety Plans 

required under 49 U.S.C. § 5329 cannot be used as an established plan to apply for an 

Implementation Grant.  

b. Alignment With All Action Plan Components  

Implementation Grant applicants who meet any of the following conditions must update their 

Action Plan during the period of performance for the grant agreement to align with all Action 

Plan components in Table 1: Action Plan Components as a condition of receiving SS4A funds: 

 Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet areas that include a “no” response; or 

 Safety focus in the qualifying Action Plan does not include all road users, including 

pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehicle users. 

 Implementation Grant applicants are encouraged to request supplemental planning 

funding in their application to complete any missing components of an existing plan but 

may choose to complete such activities without Federal funding.  

7 https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/self-certification-worksheet. 
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5. Cost Sharing or Matching 

The Federal share of an SS4A grant may not exceed 80 percent of total eligible SS4A project 

costs. Recipients are required to contribute a local matching share of no less than 20 percent of 

total eligible project costs. Unless otherwise authorized by statute, all matching contributions 

must be from non-Federal sources. Applicants that intend to combine SS4A funds with Federal-

Aid funds provided under Title 23 U.S.C. could experience a significant delay in programming 

funding and executing a grant agreement. 

i. Exceptions to Non-Federal Match Requirements 

 Tribal Transportation Program and Tribal Transportation Program Safety Funds are 

Federal funding programs, and these programs may be used as non-Federal match. 

Matching funds may include funding from the applicant, or other eligible non-Federal 

sources. 

 When the required local match is less than $200,000, SS4A will apply a 100-percent 

Federal share and waive local match requirements for eligible applicants located in the 

U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the Northern 

Mariana Islands per Public Law 96-205, Title VI, Section 601, as amended and consistent 

with OMB Controller Alert-23-04, Waiving Matching Fund Requirements for Insular 

Areas. 

ii. Types of Non-Federal Match 

In accordance with 2 CFR § 200.306, grant recipients may use in-kind or cash contributions 

toward local match requirements so long as those contributions meet the requirements under 2 
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CFR § 200.306(b). Any in-kind contributions used to fulfill the cost-share requirement for both 

Planning and Demonstration Grants and Implementation Grants must: 

 Be in accordance with the cost principles in 2 CFR Part 200 Subpart E;  

 Include documented evidence of completion within the period of performance; and  

 Support the execution of the eligible activities in Section D.4.  

Additional information about match requirements and costs that can be considered match are 

available at https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A. 

D. Program Description 

1. Overview 

Section 24112 of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Pub. L. 117–58, November 15, 

2021; referred to as “IIJA”) authorized and appropriated $1 billion to be awarded by the 

Department of Transportation for fiscal year (FY) 2025 for the Safe Streets and Roads for All 

(SS4A) grant program. This Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) solicits applications for 

activities to be funded under the SS4A grant program.  

The purpose of SS4A grants is to improve roadway safety by significantly reducing or 

eliminating roadway fatalities and serious injuries through the development of Action Plans and 

refinement and implementation focused on all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public 

transportation users, motorists, and commercial vehicle operators. The Comprehensive Safety 

Action Plan includes strategies to implement the Safe System Approach for safe road users, safe 
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vehicles, safe speed, safe roads, and post-crash care8. The program provides funding to develop 

tools to strengthen a community’s approach to roadway safety and save lives and is designed to 

meet the needs of local, Tribal, and regional communities that differ dramatically in size, 

location, and experience administering Federal funding. 

2. Grant Options and Deliverables 

The SS4A program provides funding for two main types of grants: Planning and 

Demonstration Grants for Action Plans, including supplemental safety planning, and/or safety 

demonstration activities; and Implementation Grants. Planning and Demonstration Grants are 

used to develop, complete, or supplement an Action Plan, as well as carry out demonstration 

activities that inform an Action Plan. Implementation Grants are used to implement strategies or 

projects that are consistent with an existing Action Plan and may also bundle funding requests 

for supplemental planning and demonstration activities that inform the Action Plan.  

i. Planning and Demonstration Grants 

Planning and Demonstration Grants have three different types of eligible activities: 

a) Develop an Action Plan; 

b) Conduct supplemental safety planning to enhance an Action Plan; and 

c) Carry out demonstration activities to inform the development of, or an update to, an 

Action Plan. 

Any of the three different types of activities under Planning and Demonstration Grants can be 

included in one application, or an applicant may choose to request funding for only one of the 

8 https://www.ems.gov/issues/ems-highway-safety-and-post-crash-care/ 
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activities. The development of, or updates to, an Action Plan must be the intended end result of 

each supplemental planning and demonstration activity. Further information on which activities 

can be bundled together are described in Section D.2.i. 

a. Action Plan 

An Action Plan is the foundation of the SS4A grant program and supports the implementation of 

projects and strategies that will help achieve local data-driven transportation safety goals. The 

goal of an Action Plan is to develop a holistic, well-defined strategy to prevent roadway fatalities 

and serious injuries in a locality, region, or on Tribal Lands. Grants for Action Plans provide 

Federal funds to eligible applicants to develop, complete, or enhance an Action Plan. 

The primary deliverable is a publicly available Action Plan. For the purposes of the SS4A grant 

program, an Action Plan includes the components in Table 1. DOT considers the process of 

developing an Action Plan to be critical for success, and the components reflect a process-

oriented set of activities. For applications involving a multi-jurisdictional group, applicants may 

propose the development of a single Action Plan covering all jurisdictions, several plans for 

individual jurisdictions, or a system to administer sub-awards to entities within its jurisdiction.  

Table 1: Action Plan Components 

Component Description 
Leadership 
Commitment and 
Goal Setting 

An official public commitment (e.g., resolution, policy, ordinance) by a high-
ranking official and/or governing body (e.g., Mayor, City Council, Tribal Council, 
metropolitan planning organization [MPO] Policy Board) to an eventual goal of 
zero roadway fatalities and serious injuries. The commitment must include a goal 
and timeline for eliminating roadway fatalities and serious injuries achieved 
through one, or both, of the following: 

(1) the target date for achieving zero roadway fatalities and serious injuries, OR  

(2) a percentage reduction of roadway fatalities and serious injuries by a specific 
date with an eventual goal of eliminating roadway fatalities and serious injuries. 
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Component Description 
Planning Structure A committee, task force, implementation group, or similar body charged with 

oversight of the Action Plan development, implementation, and monitoring. 

Safety Analysis Analysis of existing conditions and historical trends that provides a baseline level 
of crashes involving fatalities and serious injuries across a jurisdiction, locality, 
Tribe, or region. Includes an analysis of crash locations and crash severity, as well 
as contributing factors and crash types by relevant road users (motorists, 
pedestrians, transit users, etc.). Analysis of systemic and specific safety needs is 
also performed, as needed (e.g., high-risk road features, specific safety needs of 
relevant road users, analysis of the built environment, demographics, and 
structural issues). To the extent practical, the analysis should include all roadways 
within the jurisdiction, without regard to ownership. Based on the analysis 
performed, a geospatial identification of higher-risk locations is developed (a 
high-injury network or equivalent).  

Engagement and Robust engagement with the public and relevant stakeholders, including the 
Collaboration private sector and community groups, that allows for both community 

representation and feedback. Information received from engagement and 
collaboration is analyzed and incorporated into the Action Plan. Overlapping 
jurisdictions are included in the process. Plans and processes are coordinated and 
aligned with other governmental plans and planning processes to the extent 
practicable. 

Policy and Process 
Changes 

Assessment of current local policies, plans, guidelines, and/or standards (e.g., 
manuals) to identify opportunities to improve how processes prioritize 
transportation safety. The Action Plan discusses implementation through the 
adoption of revised or new local policies, guidelines, and/or standards, as 
appropriate. 

Strategy and Identification of a comprehensive set of projects and strategies informed by data, 
Project Selections the best available evidence and noteworthy practices, and stakeholder input that 

will address the safety problems described in the Action Plan. These strategies 
and countermeasures focus on a Safe System Approach and effective 
interventions and consider multidisciplinary activities. To the extent practicable, 
data limitations are identified and mitigated. 

Once identified, the projects and strategies are prioritized in a list that provides 
time ranges for when the strategies and countermeasures are expected to be 
deployed (e.g., short-, mid-, and long-term timeframes). The list should include 
specific projects and strategies, or descriptions of programs of projects and 
strategies, and explain prioritization criteria used. The list should contain 
interventions focused on infrastructure and behavioral and/or operational safety.  
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Component Description 
Progress and 
Transparency 

Method to measure progress over time after an Action Plan is developed or 
updated, including outcome data. A means to ensure ongoing transparency is 
established with residents and other relevant stakeholders. The approach must 
include, at a minimum, annual public and accessible reporting on progress toward 
reducing roadway fatalities and serious injuries and public posting of the Action 
Plan online. 

b. Supplemental Planning Activities 

Supplemental planning activities support or enhance an existing Action Plan. Examples of 

eligible supplemental planning activities are provided at 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/planning-and-demonstration-activities. 

The final deliverable for supplemental planning is a written product that connects to, and 

enhances, an Action Plan. Final products shall be made publicly available. 

Implementation Grant applicants may request supplemental planning funds to make necessary 

updates to Action Plans as a condition of award, for example:  

 Broadening the road user focus to encompass all roadway users 

 Updating plan components laid out in Table 1 and missing in an eligible plan 

c. Demonstration Activities 

Demonstration activities inform an Action Plan by testing proposed project and strategy 

approaches to determine their potential benefits and future scope; demonstration activities are 

temporary. Demonstration activities must measure potential benefits through data collection and 

evaluation and inform an Action Plan’s list of selected projects and strategies and their future 

implementation. 

Eligible demonstration activities may include but are not limited to feasibility studies; MUTCD 

(Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices) engineering studies; pilot programs for behavioral 
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or operational activities that include at least one element of the Safe System Approach; and pilot 

programs that demonstrate safety benefits of technologies not yet adopted in the community, 

including vehicle-to-infrastructure technology.9 Eligible technologies must be commercially 

available and at a prototype or advanced technological readiness level.10 Additional examples of 

eligible demonstration activities are provided at 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/planning-and-demonstration-activities. 

Demonstration activities and pilot programs must inform Action Plans through small-scale tests 

with finite trial periods intended to gauge potential project and strategy effectiveness that will 

lead to project and strategy selection at a systemic level. DOT generally expects demonstration 

activities to be initiated within 18 months of executing a grant agreement (e.g., quick-builds on 

the roadway; pilot project established) and the benefits of the demonstration activity to be 

evaluated during the period of performance for the grant agreement. 

The final deliverable is an assessment of the demonstration activities and an updated Action Plan 

that incorporates the information gathered from the demonstration activities into the Action 

Plan’s list of projects or strategies and/or informs another part of the Action Plan.  

ii. Implementation Grants 

Implementation Grants fund projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan that address 

roadway safety problems. Implementation Grants may also fund supplemental planning and 

demonstration activities as described in Section D.2.i, as well as planning, design, and 

9 Eligible vehicle-to-infrastructure demonstrations use interoperable vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2X) 
communications capabilities using 4G LTE cellular V2X (C-V2X) technology in the 5.905 – 5.925 GHz spectrum 
frequency band to enable safety applications for public fleet vehicles. 
10 The corresponding level would be “Development,” level 7 Prototype demonstrated in operational environment. 
See https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/research/ear/17047/17047.pdf. 
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development activities for projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan (e.g., project-level 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance, associated environmental review 

activities, permits and approvals, construction design, etc.). DOT encourages Implementation 

Grant applicants to include supplemental planning and demonstration activities in their 

application. 

3. SS4A Grant Priorities 

This section discusses priorities specific to SS4A and NOFO requirements. Successful grant 

applications will:  

 Promote safety to prevent fatal and serious injuries on public roadways;  

 Employ low-cost, high-impact strategies that can improve safety over a wide geographic 

area; 

 Ensure equitable investment in the safety needs of underserved communities,11 which 

includes both underserved urban and rural communities;  

 Incorporate evidence-based projects and strategies and adopt innovative technologies 

and strategies; and 

 Demonstrate engagement with a variety of public and private stakeholders.12 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), awards focused on 

infrastructure and demonstration activities must ensure that newly constructed facilities in the 

public right-of-way are accessible to, and usable by, individuals with disabilities to the extent 

that it is not structurally impracticable to do so. The ADA also requires that, when an existing 

11  IIJA Section 24112(d)(3)(E) 
12  IIJA Section 24112(d)(3)(B) 
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facility is altered, the altered facility be made accessible to and usable by individuals with 

disabilities to the maximum extent feasible (28 CFR 35.151[a] and 35.151[b]).  

The Department intends to use the SS4A program to support the creation of good-paying jobs 

with the free and fair choice to join a union and the incorporation of strong labor standards, such 

as through the use of project labor agreements, registered apprenticeship programs, and other 

training and placement programs. 

The Department intends to apply principles from the DOT Order, Ensuring Reliance Upon 

Sound Economic Analysis in DOT’s Policies, Programs and Activities when evaluating 

applications and making award selections. 

4. Eligible Activities and Costs 

Broadly, eligible activity costs must comply with the cost principles set forth in 2 CFR Part 200, 

Subpart E (i.e., 2 CFR 200.403 and 200.405). DOT reserves the right to make cost eligibility 

determinations on a case-by-case basis. 

i. Eligible Activities 

Eligible activities for grant funding include the following three elements: 

A. Developing or updating an Action Plan (i.e., the activities described in Section D.2.i); 

B. Conducting planning, design, and development activities for projects and strategies 

identified in an Action Plan; and 

C. Carrying out projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan.  

For Implementation Grants, activities must include element (C) “carrying out projects and 

strategies identified in an Action Plan,” and may include element (B) “conducting planning, 

design, and development activities for projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan” and/or 
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element (A) such as supplemental planning or demonstration activities. Projects and strategies 

identified in element (C) must be either infrastructure, behavioral, operational, or post-crash care 

activities identified in the Action Plan and must be directly related to addressing the safety 

problem(s) identified in the application and Action Plan. Applicants may “bundle” different 

projects, strategies, supplemental planning, and/or demonstration activities into one 

Implementation Grant application, even if they address different safety problems or are located 

in different areas. Funding requests for (B) planning, design, and development activities for a 

project or strategy must be directly connected to the completion of the (C) projects and strategies 

funded through the Implementation Grant application. Examples of eligible Implementation 

Grant activities are listed on the SS4A website 

(https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/implementation-grants). The following activities are 

not eligible for element (C) “projects and strategies” nor demonstration activity funding: 

 Projects and strategies whose primary purpose is not roadway safety. 

 Projects and strategies exclusively focused on non-roadway modes of transportation, 

including air, rail, marine, and pipeline. Roadway intersections with other modes of 

transportation (e.g., at-grade highway rail crossings) are eligible activities.  

 Capital projects to construct new roadways used for motor vehicles. A new roadway 

facility exclusively for non-motorists (e.g., a shared use path) is an eligible activity if the 

primary purpose is safety related. 

 Infrastructure projects primarily intended to expand capacity to improve Levels of 

Service for motorists on an existing roadway, such as the creation of additional lanes.  
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 Maintenance activities for an existing roadway primarily to maintain a state of good 

repair. However, roadway modifications on an existing roadway in support of specific 

safety-related projects identified in an Action Plan are eligible activities. 

 Development or implementation of a public transportation agency safety plan (PTASP) 

required by 49 U.S.C. § 5329. However, a PTASP that identifies and addresses risks to 

pedestrians, bicyclists, personal conveyance and micromobility users, transit riders, and 

others may inform Action Plan development. 

5. Project and Strategy Location 

For Implementation Grants, applications must identify the problems to be addressed, the relevant 

geographic locations (e.g., corridors, intersections), and the projects and strategies they plan to 

implement based on their Action Plan or established plan. This should include specific 

intervention types, address common safety risk characteristics, and be located on the Action 

Plan’s high-injury network to the extent practicable.  

E. Federal Award Information 

1. Total Funding Available 

IIJA established the SS4A program with $5,000,000,000 in advanced appropriations in 

Division J, including $1,000,000,000 for FY 2025. DOT has retained not more than 2 percent or 

$20,000,000 for the administrative expenses.13 Additionally, DOT has $2,260,493 in FY 2024 

carryover funds. Therefore, this Notice makes available up to $982,260,493 for FY 2025 grants 

13 IIJA Section 24112 (f)(2) 
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under the SS4A program. Refer to Section G for greater detail on additional funding 

considerations and Table A. Basic Information for funding restrictions.  

2. Availability of Funds 

Grant funding obligation occurs when a selected applicant and DOT enter into a written grant 

agreement after the applicant has satisfied applicable administrative requirements. Unless 

authorized by DOT in writing after DOT’s announcement of FY 2025 SS4A grant awards, any 

costs incurred prior to DOT’s obligation of funds for activities (“pre-award costs”) are ineligible 

for reimbursement and may not be used as matching funds. If authorized by DOT in writing, 

Implementation Grant award recipients may incur pre-award costs for National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA) and design activities, and these expenses may count toward match or cost 

share. Applicants who expect to request pre-award authority must clearly articulate such a 

request in the application. DOT will determine whether such pre-award costs may be counted 

toward match or cost share on a case-by-case basis. All SS4A funds must be expended within 

five years after the grant agreement is executed.  

3. Start Dates and Period of Performance 

DOT expects to obligate SS4A award funding via signed grant agreements between the 

Department and recipients, as flexibly and expeditiously as possible, within 12 months of award 

announcement. In support of award recipients with less familiarity with administering a Federal 

grant, the Department established a SS4A Technical Assistance Center to assist award recipients 

with Federal requirements. Applicants who have never received Federal funding from DOT are 

also encouraged to partner with eligible applicants within the same region, such as an MPO, that 

have established financial relationships with DOT and knowledge of Federal grant 
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administration requirements. While States are not eligible applicants and cannot be a co-

applicant (which includes State Departments of Transportation and similar State-level entities), 

eligible applicants are encouraged to seek guidance on project delivery and processes from States 

and other entities experienced with administering Federal grants, outside of the SS4A grant 

award process, to ensure effective administration of a grant award. The expected period of 

performance for Planning and Demonstration Grant agreements is between 12 months and five 

years, depending on the scope and extent of the grant activities. The period of performance for 

Planning and Demonstration Grant and Implementation Grant agreements may not exceed five 

years. 

4. Data Collection Requirements 

Under IIJA, the Department shall post on a publicly available website on best practices and 

lessons learned for preventing roadway fatalities and serious injuries pursuant to strategies or 

interventions implemented under SS4A. Additionally, DOT shall evaluate and incorporate, as 

appropriate, the effectiveness of strategies and interventions implemented under the SS4A grant 

program into the publicly available website on best practices and lessons learned.F 

14 The 

Department intends to measure safety outcomes through a combination of grant agreement 

activities and data collections, including DOT data collections already underway and program 

evaluations separate from the individual grant agreements in accordance with Section I.3.iii. The 

grant data-collection requirements reflect the need to build evidence of noteworthy strategies and 

14 IIJA specifically cites Countermeasures That Work: A Highway Safety Countermeasure Guide for State Highway 
Safety Offices, Eleventh Edition, or any successor document, but DOT also is to consider applied research focused 
on infrastructure and operational projects and strategies. 
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best practices. The Department expects to use the data and outcome information collected before 

and after evaluations. See Section I for more information about post-award reporting 

requirements. 

F. Submission Requirements and Deadlines 

1. Address to Request Application Package 

All grant application materials can be accessed at grants.gov under opportunity number DOT-

SS4A-FY25-01. Potential applicants may also request paper copies of materials at:  

Email: SS4A@dot.gov 

Phone: 202-948-3466 (Telecommunication Relay Service: 7-1-1) 

Mail: U.S. Department of Transportation 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

W84-237 

Washington, DC 20590 

2. Unique Entity Identifier and System for Award Management (SAM) 

Each applicant is required to: 

a. be registered in SAM (https://sam.gov/content/home) before submitting its application;  

b. provide an active unique entity identifier in its application; and 

c. continue to maintain an active SAM registration with current information at all times 

during which it has an active Federal award or an application or plan under 

consideration by a Federal awarding agency.  
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DOT may not make a Federal award to an applicant until the applicant has complied with all 

applicable unique entity identifier and SAM requirements and, if an applicant has not fully 

complied with the requirements by the time DOT is ready to make an award, DOT may 

determine that the applicant is not qualified to receive an award and use that determination as a 

basis for making an award to another applicant. 

3. Submission Instructions 

Applicants must submit their applications electronically via Valid Eval at: 

 https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_implementation/signup for 

Implementation Grant applicants 

 https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_planning_demo/signup for Planning 

and Demonstration Grant applicants 

For technical assistance with Valid Eval, applicants should contact Valid Eval at 

support@valideval.com. 

The Planning and Demonstration Grant, and the Implementation Grant, respectively, have 

different application submission and supporting document requirements. 

i. Implementation Grant Pre-Application Submissions 

A potential Implementation Grant applicant may submit a pre-application that consists of a Self-

Certification Eligibility Worksheet and links or attachments to any referenced plan(s) to 

determine whether the applicant has an existing plan or plans that are substantially similar to an 

Action Plan, which is required to apply for an Implementation Grant. A pre-application 

eligibility review request must submit all needed materials, including relevant documentation, to 

receive an eligibility determination by DOT. Pre-application submissions must be received on or 
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before May 9, 2025, by emailing SS4A@dot.gov with the subject “Implementation Grant 

Eligibility Review: Applicant Name, State.” DOT expects to provide an affirmative response or 

provide details as to why the plan(s) do not meet eligibility requirements, to the applicant within 

three weeks of receipt. Each applicant may request only one pre-application submission review. 

DOT will not perform pre-application reviews of full application materials nor provide feedback 

on the quality of the overall application. 

Planning and Demonstration Grant applicants are not eligible for pre-application submission 

reviews. 

ii. Planning and Demonstration Grant Application Submissions 

The application must include Standard Forms (SF), Key Information Questions, Project 

Narrative, Map, and Planning and Demonstration Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget. More 

detailed information about each application material, as well as additional documentation that 

may be required or included, is provided below. The necessary file formats for each application 

component will be displayed on the Valid Eval intake site. 

a. Standard Forms 

All applicants must submit the following Standard Forms: 

 Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424), 

 Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs (SF-424A),  

 Assurances for Non-Construction Programs (SF-424B), and  

 Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (SF-LLL).  

If the SS4A Federal funding amounts requested differ between forms and/or other application 

materials, the amount in the SF-424 will be used to determine funding. Funding requests must be 
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in whole numbers (no cents). For the SF-424A form, Section D and Section E are optional as 

described in the SF-424A instructions. 

b. Key Information Questions 

The following questions are asked in the SS4A application on Valid Eval at 

https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_planning_demo/signup. 

Table 2: Example Planning and Demonstration Application Key Information Table 

Title Instructions 

Lead Applicant Name This should be consistent with Q. 8.a. of the SF-424. 

Lead Applicant Unique Entity Identifier 
(UEI) 

See Section F.2 for more information about obtaining a 
UEI from SAM.gov. 

Eligible Entity Type See Section C.1. 

Total Applicant Jurisdiction Population Source: 2020 U.S. Census data. 

Total Count Motor Vehicle-Involved 
Roadway Fatalities that includes the last 5 
years of data made available in the Fatality 
Analysis Reporting System (FARS) during 
the NOFO period 

From the Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) for 
the applicant jurisdiction. Use 2018-2022 data. 

Total Average Annual Fatality Rate (per 
100,000 population) 

The fatality rate calculated using the 5-year annual 
average from the total count of fatalities based on FARS 
data from 2018-2022, divided by the population of the 
applicant’s jurisdiction based on 2020 U.S. Census 
population data.  

Inclusion of Underserved Communities 
Census Tract(s) 

Whether the jurisdiction(s) covered by this application 
are, or include, underserved communities. 

Project Title A concise, descriptive title for the project. This should be 
the same title used in the SF-424 form and the application 
narrative. 

Project Goal A short description of the safety problem(s) to be solved 
and how this project will address it. 

Application Type (select all that apply)  Develop a new Action Plan; 
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Title Instructions 

 Update/add to an existing local safety plan to meet 
the requirements of an SS4A Action Plan as 
described in Table 1 of the NOFO; 

 Develop or update an Action Plan and conduct 
Demonstration or other Supplemental Planning 
activities; or 

 Conduct Demonstration or other Supplemental 
Planning activities only. 

Description of Supplemental Planning and 
Demonstration Activities (if relevant) 

See Section D.2.i. 

Total SS4A Funding Request  Must be a whole number (no cents). 

Total SS4A Non-Federal Share Must be equal to, or greater than, 20% of total project 
cost. 

Total SS4A Project Cost Sum of Total Federal Funding Request and Total Local 
share/Match. 

Total Other Federal Funds Used Must be a whole number (no cents). Other Federal funds 
may include funds directly received from a Federal 
agency or funds received through a pass-through agency 
(e.g., State governmental agency) that originated as 
Federal funds. 

Coordination Proof of coordination (e.g., letter, email) from entities in 
your jurisdiction which have previously received SS4A 
funding to develop a new Action Plan and/or have 
submitted an FY25 application requesting funds to 
develop a new Action Plan. Proof of coordination should 
come from ALL relevant entities affirming they are aware 
of your application and the need for coordination to avoid 
duplication of efforts. Required for those requesting 
funding to develop a new Action Plan only. 

c. Narrative 

In narrative form, the applicant must respond to the Planning and Demonstration Grant 

Additional Safety Context selection criteria described in Section G.1.i to affirm its alignment 

with SS4A safety considerations and address the criteria.  
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Applicants requesting less than $100,000 in funding must explain how the scope of activities will 

be completed with the funding amount proposed. 

Applicants requesting funding for demonstration activities to inform an Action Plan must 

provide a brief schedule showing when the activities will occur (e.g., hardware installed, when 

the pilot would begin), and the start/end dates of the work. If anticipated to be a schedule 

constraint, applicants should include in the narrative any potential timeline implications of 

meeting administration requirements in Section F such as domestic preference and any required 

waivers, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements, as well as any applicable 

permitting and approval timeframes. 

Narrative Requirements: 

 The narrative should be in PDF format, with font size no less than 12-point Times New 

Roman, margins a minimum of 1 inch on all sides, and include page numbers.   

 The narrative should be no longer than 2 pages if requesting less than $1,000,000 in 

Federal funds. If requesting $1,000,000 or more in Federal funds, the narrative must be 

no longer than 3 pages. 

d. Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet 

If only applying for supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities that will inform the 

update of an existing Action Plan, applicants must either demonstrate their existing plan is 

eligible by attaching a completed Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet, or be in the process of 

developing or updating an SS4A funded Action Plan from a previous grant round, as described in 

Section C.3.iii.  
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If applying to develop a new Action Plan, applicants do not need to include the Self-Certification 

Eligibility Worksheet even if supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities are 

included. 

e. Map 

The applicant must submit a map in PDF and spatial format (e.g., Shapefile, .KML) that shows 

the location of the jurisdiction and highlights the roadway network under the applicant’s 

jurisdiction. Applicants requesting funding for demonstration activities should include the 

locations of any proposed demonstration pilots if known.  

f. Planning and Demonstration Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget 

Applicants are required to show how different funding sources will contribute to each activity 

and present the data in whole dollars in a table similar to Table 3 below. A template is available 

at https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/planning-and-demo-grant-budget-template. The 

Planning and Demonstration Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget should summarize the 

amount of funding going toward each of the three eligible activities for a Planning and 

Demonstration Grant as applicable (developing a new Action Plan, conducting supplemental 

planning to update an existing plan, and carrying out demonstration activities to inform the 

development or update of an Action Plan). Funding sources should be grouped into four 

categories: SS4A funding request, SS4A non-Federal match, total SS4A project cost, and other 

Federal funds (if applicable), with specific amounts for each funding source. Estimated costs or 

value of in-kind matches should also be provided. The budget should show how each source of 

funds will be spent. This budget should not include any previously incurred expenses, or costs to 

be incurred before the time of award and obligation because these expenses are not eligible for 

reimbursement or cost-sharing. This table should be completed in a manner consistent with the 
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SF-424 and SF-424A in terms of total project cost, SS4A Federal share, and SS4A cost 

sharing/match. 
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Table 3: Planning and Demonstration Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget 

Activities 

SS4A 
Federal 
Funding 
Request 

SS4A Non-
Federal 
Match 

Total SS4A 
Project Cost 

Other 
Federal 

Funds (if 
applicable) 

Itemized Estimated Costs to Develop or Update an Action Plan (if applicable) 

New or Updated Action 
Plan 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Subtotal Budget for New 
or Updated Action Plan 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Itemized Estimated Costs of Supplemental Planning Activities (if applicable) 

Supplemental Planning 
Activity #1 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Supplemental Planning 
Activity #2 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Supplemental Planning 
Activity #3 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
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Subtotal Budget for 
Supplemental Planning 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Itemized Estimated Costs of Demonstration Activities (if applicable) 

Demonstration/Pilot 
Activity #1 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Demonstration/Pilot 
Activity #2 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Subtotal Budget for 
Demonstration Activities 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Total Budget for 
Planning and 
Demonstration Activities 

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

iii. Implementation Grant Application Submissions 

The application must include all of the application materials as described below. The necessary 

file formats for each application component will be displayed on the Valid Eval intake site. 

a. Standard Forms 

All applicants must submit the following Standard Forms: 

 Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424),  

 Budget Information for Construction Programs (SF-424C),  

 Assurances for Construction Programs (SF-424D), and  
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 Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (SF-LLL).  

If the SS4A Federal funding amounts requested differ between forms and/or other application 

materials, the amount in the SF-424 will be used to determine funding. Funding requests must be 

in whole numbers (no cents). 

b. Key Information Questions 

The following questions are asked in the SS4A application on Valid Eval at 

https://usg.valideval.com/teams/usdot_ss4a_2025_implementation/signup. 

Table 4: Example Implementation Grant Application Key Information Table 

Title Instructions 

Lead Applicant Name This should be consistent with Q. 8.a. of the SF-424. 

Lead Applicant Unique Entity 
Identifier (UEI) 

See Section F.2 for more information about obtaining a UEI from 
SAM.gov. 

Eligible Entity Type See Section C.1. 

Total Applicant Jurisdiction 
Population 

Source: 2020 U.S. Census data. 

Total Count Motor Vehicle-
Involved Roadway Fatalities in 
the Applicant Jurisdiction that 
includes the last 5 years of data 
made available in the Fatality 
Analysis Reporting System 
(FARS) during the NOFO period 

From the Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS) for the 
applicant jurisdiction. Use 2018-2022 data. 

Total Average Annual Fatality 
Rate (per 100,000 population) for 
the Applicant Jurisdiction 

The fatality rate calculated using the 5-year annual average from 
the total count of fatalities based on FARS data from 2018-2022, 
divided by the population of the applicant’s jurisdiction based on 
2020 U.S. Census population data. 

Inclusion of Underserved 
Communities in Jurisdiction(s) 

Whether the jurisdiction(s) covered by this application are or 
include underserved communities. 

Inclusion of Underserved 
Communities in Project Area(s) 

Whether the project area(s) covered by this application are or 
include underserved communities. 
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Title Instructions 

Project Area Fatalities 2018-2022 Count of fatalities in the project area(s). May use source other than 
FARS. 

Project Area Serious Injuries 
2018-2022 OR 

Project Area Injuries Severity 
Unknown 2018-2022 

Count of serious injuries in the project area(s). Applicants without 
reliable serious injury data may use suspected serious injury 
figures. Please cite source. 

Project Title A concise, descriptive title for the project. This should be the same 
title used in the SF-424 form and the application narrative. 

Applicant roadway safety 
responsibility (may select 
multiple) 

 Ownership and/or maintenance responsibilities over a roadway 

network; 

 Safety responsibilities that affect roadways; 

 Have an agreement from the agency that has ownership and/or 
maintenance responsibilities for the roadway within the 
applicant’s jurisdiction 

Roadway users that this project 
will significantly benefit 

Select from options in the application 

Does your project include 
Demonstration and/or 
Supplemental Planning 
Activities? 

See Section D.2.i 

Would you consider accepting 
funding for only demonstration 
activities and/or supplemental 
planning? 

Yes, no, n/a. 

Total SS4A Federal Funds 
Requested 

Must be a whole number (no cents). 

Total SS4A Non-Federal Share Must be equal to, or greater than, 20% of total project cost. 

Total SS4A Project cost Sum of Total SS4A Federal Funding Request and Total SS4A 
Non-Federal Share/Match. 

Total Other Federal Funds Used 
(if applicable) 

Must be a whole number (no cents). Other federal funds may 
include funds directly received from a federal agency or funds 
received through a pass-through agency (e.g., State governmental 
agency) that originated as federal funds. 
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Title Instructions 

SS4A Funding Request for 
Supplemental Planning and/or 
Demonstration Activities (A)  

Must be consistent with Implementation Grant Supplemental 
Budget 

SS4A Funding Request for 
Planning, Design, and 
Development Activities for 
Projects/Strategies (B) 

Must be consistent with Implementation Grant Supplemental 
Budget 

SS4A Funding Request for 
Carrying Out Projects and 
Strategies (C) 

Must be consistent with Implementation Grant Supplemental 
Budget 

Existing Comprehensive Safety 
Action Plan (or equivalent) 

Link to or attachment 

c. Narrative 

In narrative form, the applicant must respond to the Implementation Grant selection criteria 

described in Section G.1.ii to affirm its alignment with SS4A safety considerations and address 

the criteria. 

I. Narrative Requirements: 

 The narrative should be in PDF format, with font size no less than 12-point Times New 

Roman, margins a minimum of 1 inch on all sides, and include page numbers. 

 The narrative may not exceed 12 pages in length, excluding cover pages and the table of 

contents. 

 Implementation Grant applications that include supplemental planning and 

demonstration activities may submit up to 2 additional pages – 14 pages total – if they 

are focused solely on responding to the Supplemental Planning and Demonstration 

Activities selection criterion (see Section E.1.i). 

 The following application elements do not count toward the page limit: 
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o Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet 

o Budget 

o Appendices, which may include documents supporting assertions or conclusions 

made in the narrative. 

 If possible, website links to supporting documentation should be provided rather than 

copies of these supporting materials. 

 If supporting documents are submitted, applicants should clearly identify within the 

narrative the relevance of each supporting document. 

 Letters of support will only be considered if they are submitted with the application as 

one consolidated set in one supporting attachment. 

II. Recommended Outline 

Applicants are not required to follow a specific narrative format, but the structure should clearly 

identify the narrative associated with each selection criterion. The Department recommends that 

the narrative follows the outline below to address the program requirements and assist evaluators 

in locating relevant information. 

Overview See F.3.iii.c.II.1 

Location See F.3.iii.c.II.2 

Response to Selection Criteria See F.3.iii.c.II.3 and Section G.1.ii 

Project Readiness See F.3.iii.c.II.4 

1. Overview 

This section should provide an introduction and describe the safety context, jurisdiction, and any 

high-level background information that would be useful to understand the rest of the application. 
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2. Location 

This section of the application should describe the jurisdiction’s location, the jurisdiction’s high-

injury network or equivalent geospatial identification (geographic or locational data using maps) 

of higher risk locations, and potential locations and corridors of the projects and strategies. Note 

that the applicant is not required to provide exact locations for each project or strategy; rather, 

the application should identify which geographic locations are under consideration for projects 

and strategies to be implemented and what analysis will be used in a final determination.  

3. Response to Selection Criteria 

This section should respond to the criteria for evaluation and selection in Section G.1.ii of this 

Notice and include a compelling narrative to highlight how the application aligns with criteria #1 

Safety Need; #2 Safety Impact; #3 Engagement and Collaboration; and #4 Supplemental 

Planning and Demonstration Activities (only if applying for supplemental planning and/or 

demonstration activities). 

The applicant must respond to each of the three criteria #1-3 and respond to criterion #4 if 

applying for supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities.  

4. Project Readiness 

The applicant must provide information to demonstrate the applicant’s ability to complete the 

full scope of work in the application proposal within five years of when the grant agreement is 

executed, with a particular focus on design and construction, as well as environmental, 

permitting, and approval processes. Applicants should indicate if they will be seeking permission 

to use roadway design standards that are different from those generally applied by the State in 

which the project is located. As part of this portion of the narrative, the applicant must include a 
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detailed activity schedule that identifies all major project and strategy milestones. Examples of 

such milestones include State and local planning approvals; start and completion of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and other Federal environmental reviews and 

approvals including permitting; design completion; right of way acquisition; utility relocation; 

approval of plans, specifications, and estimates; procurement; public involvement; partnership 

and implementation agreements; and construction. Environmental review documentation should 

describe in detail known project impacts and possible mitigation for those impacts. When a 

project will result in impacts, an award recipient must take steps to engage the public. At a 

minimum, the project readiness narrative and detailed project activity schedule must include the 

applicability and disposition of: NEPA and Federal environment reviews and approvals; utility 

relocation; and right-of-way acquisition. For additional guidance and resources, visit 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A. 

d. Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet 

Attach a completed Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet demonstrating that the jurisdiction 

has an Action Plan that meets the requirements described in Table 1: Action Plan Components. 

e. Map 

The applicant must submit a map in PDF and spatial format (e.g., Shapefile, .KML) that shows 

the location of the jurisdiction and highlights the roadway network under the applicant’s 

jurisdiction. The map should show the jurisdiction’s high-injury network and potential locations 

and corridors of the projects and strategies.  

f. Implementation Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget 

This section of the application should describe the budget for the SS4A proposal. Applicants are 

required to submit an Implementation Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget that provides an 
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overview of estimated activity costs, as organized by all major cost elements. The budget shall 

provide itemized estimates of the costs by separating different locations and/or different sets of 

proposed projects and strategies that address a similar safety problem and provide a breakdown 

of the major individual components that contribute to each of the line items. This information 

should include capital costs for infrastructure safety improvements and/or costs associated with 

behavioral and operational safety projects and strategies. The section should also distinguish 

between the three eligible activity areas: (A) supplemental planning and demonstration activities 

in support of an existing Action Plan; (B) conducting planning, design, and development 

activities for projects and strategies identified in an Action Plan; and (C) carrying out projects 

and strategies identified in an Action Plan.  

Implementation Grant Supplemental Estimated Budgets should show how different funding 

sources will contribute to each activity and present the data in whole dollars. A template for the 

supplemental budget is available at https://www.transportation.gov/grants/ss4a/implementation-

grant-budget-template. Funding sources should be grouped into four categories: SS4A funding 

request, SS4A non-Federal match, total SS4A project cost, and other Federal funds (if 

applicable), with specific amounts for each funding source. Estimated costs or value of in-kind 

matches should also be provided. The budget should show how each source of funds will be 

spent. This budget should not include any previously incurred expenses, or costs to be incurred 

before the time of award and obligation because these expenses are not eligible for 

reimbursement or cost-sharing. DOT requires applicants use form SF-424C, and the applicant 

must also provide the information in Table 5 below. This table should be completed in a manner 

consistent with the SF-424 and SF-424C in terms of total project cost, SS4A Federal share, and 

SS4A cost sharing/match. 
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Table 5: Implementation Grant Supplemental Estimated Budget 

Activities 

SS4A 
Federal 
Funding 
Request 

SS4A Non-
Federal 
Match 

Total SS4A 
Project Cost 

Other 
Federal 

Funds (if 
applicable) 

Itemized Estimated Costs of the (A) Supplemental Action Plan Activities (if applicable) 
Supplemental Planning or 
Demonstration Activity #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Supplemental Planning or 
Demonstration Activity #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Component $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Subtotal Budget for (A) 
Supplemental Action 
Plan Activities $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Itemized Estimated Costs of the (B) Planning, Design, and Development Activities 

Planning, Design, and 
Development - Location or 
Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Planning, Design, and 
Development - Location or 
Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
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Activities 

SS4A 
Federal 
Funding 
Request 

SS4A Non-
Federal 
Match 

Total SS4A 
Project Cost 

Other 
Federal 

Funds (if 
applicable) 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Subtotal Budget for (B) 
Conducting Planning, 
Design, and Development 
Activities $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Itemized Estimated Costs of the (C) Proposed Projects and Strategies 

Implementation - Location 
or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #1 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Implementation - Location 
or Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 

Individual Component for 
Location or Project #2 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Subtotal Budget for (C) 
Carrying Out Projects 
and Strategies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Total Budget for 
Activities (A), (B), and 
(C) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
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4. Submission Dates and Times 

This NOFO has a single application deadline for both Planning and Demonstration and 

Implementation Grant applicants. All applications must be submitted by 5:00 PM EDT on 

Thursday, June 26, 2025. Applications cannot be submitted to Valid Eval after the deadline. Late 

applications will not be considered unless there is a technical issue directly caused by the online 

proposal submission system (Valid Eval), and the applicant contacts Valid Eval at 

support@valideval.com describing the technical issue no later than 1:00 PM ET on Thursday, 

June 26, 2025. 

Pre-application submissions to review an applicant’s Self-Certification Eligibility Worksheet 

must be received via email on or before May 9, 2025. 

5. Intergovernmental Review 

This program is not subject to intergovernmental review and applicants should select "c" on Box 

19 of the SF-424 form. 

G.Application Review Information 

1. Selection Criteria 

This section specifies the criteria DOT will use to evaluate and select applications for SS4A 

grant awards. The Department will review merit criteria for all complete applications from 

eligible applicants. Planning and Demonstration Grants, and Implementation Grants, 

respectively, each have their own set of application review and selection criteria.  
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i. Planning and Demonstration Grant Selection Criteria 

For Planning and Demonstration Grants, the Department will use three evaluation criteria. The 

Department will evaluate quantitative data in two selection criteria areas: #1 Safety Impact; and 

#2 Underserved Communities. The Department will also assess the narrative for #3 Additional 

Safety Context. The adequacy and reasonableness of costs will also be considered.  

a. Selection Criterion #1: Safety Impact 

The proposed activities will likely support a significant reduction or elimination of roadway 

fatalities and serious injuries involving various road users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, 

public transportation users, motorists, and commercial operators, within the timeframe proposed 

by the applicant. The Department will assess safety impact using two quantitative ratings: 

 The count of roadway fatalities from 2018-2022 data based on DOT’s FARS data, an 

alternative traffic crash dataset, or a comparable data set with roadway fatality 

information.F 

15 

 The fatality rate, which is calculated using a 5-year annual average from the total count 

of fatalities (based on FARS data or an alternative traffic crash dataset from 2018-2022) 

divided by the population of the applicant’s jurisdiction based on 2020 population data 

from the U.S. Census. The rate should be normalized per 100,000 persons. 

b. Selection Criterion #2: Underserved Communities  

The activities will ensure investment in the safety needs of underserved communities in 

preventing roadway fatalities and injuries, including rural communities. The Department will 

assess the underserved communities criterion using one quantitative rating: 

15 https://cdan.dot.gov/query 
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 The percentage of the population in the applicant’s jurisdiction that resides in an 

Underserved Community Census tract.F 

16 Population of a Census tract, either a tract that 

is an Underserved Community or not, must be based on 2020 U.S. Census data. 

c. Selection Criterion #3: Additional Safety Context 

The applicant must address these considerations in narrative form. The Department will assess 

whether the applicant has described: the scope of work to be performed; the roadway safety 

issues that necessitate further Action Plan development, supplemental planning, and /or 

demonstration activities, as applicable; and how the funded activities will inform an Action Plan 

and support the identification of projects and strategies that will:  

 Lead to a significant reduction or elimination of roadway fatalities and serious injuries 

involving various road users; 

 Employ low-cost, high-impact strategies that can improve safety over a wider 

geographical area; 

 Involve engaging with a variety of public and private stakeholders; 

 Adopt innovative technologies to promote safety; and 

 Be evidence-based or build evidence around what works. 

Applicants applying to carry out demonstration activities to inform the development of an Action 

Plan will also be assessed on whether they have clearly and specifically described the 

demonstration activities and whether they have described their approach to measuring the 

potential safety benefits of the demonstration activities through data collection and evaluation.  

16 List of Areas of Persistent Poverty and Historically Disadvantaged Communities | US Department of 
Transportation 
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d. Additional Consideration: Budget Costs 

The Department will assess the extent to which the budget and costs to perform the proposed 

activities are reasonable, necessary, and allocable based on 2 CFR § 200.404 and 405, and the 

extent to which the application delineates the breakdown of Federal funds requested between 

developing an Action Plan, conducting supplemental planning to update an existing plan, and/or 

carrying out demonstration activities to inform the development or update of an Action Plan. The 

Department will also review whether costs are reasonable and adequate if the amount requested 

is under $100,000. 

e. Award Consideration: High Fatality Rates 

To prioritize areas with the highest fatality rates, the Department may prioritize SS4A Planning 

and Demonstration Grant applications with a quantitative fatality rate of 17.5 fatalities per 

100,000 persons or greater. 

f. Award Consideration: No Prior SS4A Funding 

The Department may prioritize SS4A Planning and Demonstration Grant applicants that have not 

previously received SS4A funding.  

ii. Implementation Grant Selection Criteria 

Implementation Grants have four merit criteria: #1 Safety Need; #2 Safety Impact; #3 

Engagement and Collaboration; and #4 Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities. 

DOT will only evaluate selection criterion #4 Supplemental Planning and Demonstration 

Activities for Implementation Grant applicants requesting funds to conduct supplemental 

planning and/or carry out demonstration activities. Two additional factors will be used in the 

selection process: Project Readiness and Award Considerations. The response to each criterion, 
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to the extent practicable, should be aligned with the applicant’s Action Plan. Each criterion is 

described in detail below. 

a. Selection Criterion #1: Safety Need  

The Department will assess whether the applicant has demonstrated the safety need in the 

community based on the extent to which: 

 The safety problem to be addressed is described, including historical trends, fatal and 

serious injury crash locations, contributing factors, and crash types by category of road 

user. 

 Crashes and/or crash risk are displayed in a high-injury network or similar geospatial risk 

visualization. 

 Safety risk is summarized from risk models, hazard analysis, the identification of high-

risk roadway features, road safety audits/assessments, near miss data, and/or other 

proactive safety analyses. 

b. Selection Criterion #2: Safety Impact 

DOT will assess whether the proposal is likely to: 

 Significantly reduce or eliminate roadway fatalities and serious injuries; 

 Employ low-cost, high-impact strategies over a wide geographic area; and  

 Include evidence-based projects and strategies.  

The Safety Impact criterion includes an evaluation of the costs associated with the proposed 

projects and strategies. Safety impact is the most important criterion and will be weighed heavily 

in the review and selection process. 
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DOT will assess the extent to which the applicant demonstrates how the proposed projects and 

strategies: 

 Align with and comprehensively address the identified safety problems. 

 Are primarily on a high-injury network or address high-risk roadway features correlated 

with severe crash types. 

 Significantly reduce or eliminate roadway fatalities and serious injuries involving 

various road users. 

 Use low-cost, high-impact strategies and projects over a wide geographical area.  

 Use evidence-based, Proven Safety Countermeasures or other effective safety 

countermeasures to significantly improve existing roadways.22F17  

 Use evidence-based countermeasures supported in NHTSA's Countermeasures that 

Work.18 

 Measure safety impact through models, studies, reports, proven noteworthy practices, 

Crash Modification Factors (CMF), and other information on project and strategy 

effectiveness.  

 Will have safety benefits that persist over time.19 

 Reflect established local policies, guidelines, and standards that improve safety decision 

making. 

17 https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/ 
18 Countermeasures That Work | NHTSA 
19 https://highways.dot.gov/safety/data-analysis-tools 
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 Incorporate an existing Complete Streets Policy that prioritizes safety in standard agency 

procedures and guidance, or other roadway safety policies that have eliminated barriers 

to prioritizing the safety of all users.  

 Consider the impacts of land use and the built environment to promote safe 

transportation design. 

 Include at least three of the five Safe System Approach elements (Safer People, Safer 

Roads, Safer Speeds, Safer Vehicles, and Post-Crash Care) to address the identified 

safety problem. 

 Incorporate technologies that promote safety.  

 Are coordinated with, or support, State-identified safety priorities in the State Strategic 

Highway Safety Plan and its Vulnerable Road User Safety Assessment.  

Implementation Costs:20 DOT will assess the extent to which the projects and strategies: 

 Make effective use of Federal funds to address the location(s) of past traffic fatalities 

and serious injuries per $1 million in funds requested, with data clearly tied to the 

location and relevant crash type(s). DOT will weight and combine injury and fatality 

data to assess this figure in relation to the requested implementation costs. 

 Are itemized and summarized in a logical manner, including capital costs for 

infrastructure, behavioral, and operational safety improvements. 

20 “Implementation costs” are the costs of Planning, Design, and Development Activities for Projects/Strategies (B) 
and Carrying Out Projects and Strategies (C) from the Budget Table and Key Information Table. 
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c. Selection Criterion #3: Engagement and Collaboration 

This criterion supports the legislative requirements to assess the extent to which the application 

ensures investment in the safety needs of underserved communities and demonstrates 

engagement with a variety of public and private stakeholders. The response to this criterion 

should focus on engagement and collaboration in relation to the implementation of the projects 

and strategies. DOT will assess the extent to which projects and strategies: 

 Ensure investment in preventing roadway fatalities and serious injuries in underserved 

communities including rural communities. 

 Include demographic analysis, both quantitative and qualitative, and stakeholder 

engagement as part of the development and implementation process.F 

 Included or will include meaningful engagement with the public during all phases of the 

project such as planning, design, construction, and implementation. 

 Leverage partnerships within their jurisdiction, with other government entities, non-

governmental organizations, the private sector, academic institutions, and/or other 

relevant stakeholders to achieve safety benefits while avoiding negative consequences for 

the community. 

d. Selection Criterion #4: Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities 

Implementation Grant applicants should only respond to this selection criterion if supplemental 

planning and/or demonstration activities are included in the application. DOT will assess 

whether the applicant has clearly and specifically described the demonstration activities and 

whether the applicant has described the scope of supplemental planning or demonstration work 

to be performed; the roadway safety issues that necessitate further Action Plan development, 

including supplemental planning, and /or demonstration activities, as applicable; and how the 
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funded activities will inform an Action Plan and support the identification of projects and 

strategies that will:  

 Lead to a significant reduction or elimination of roadway fatalities and serious injuries 

involving various road users; 

 Employ low-cost, high-impact strategies that can improve safety over a wide 

geographical area; 

 Engage with a variety of public and private stakeholders; 

 Adopt innovative technologies to promote safety; and 

 Be evidence-based or build evidence around what works. 

Applicants proposing demonstration activities will also be assessed on whether they describe 

their approach to measuring the potential benefits of the demonstration activities through data 

collection and evaluation. 

e. Additional Consideration: Project Readiness  

DOT will review and consider Project Readiness in application selection. Project Readiness 

focuses on the extent to which the applicant will be able to complete the full scope of work in the 

Implementation Grant application within five years of when the grant agreement is executed. 

This includes information related to required design and construction standards, as well as 

environmental, permitting, and approval processes. DOT will evaluate the extent to which the 

application: 

 Documents all applicable local, State, and Federal requirements. 

 Includes information on activity schedule, required permits and approvals, the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) class of action and status, State Transportation 
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Improvement Program (STIP) and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) status (if 

applicable), public involvement, right-of-way acquisition plans, procurement schedules, 

multi-party agreements, utility relocation plans, and risk and mitigation strategies, as 

appropriate. 

 Is reasonably expected to begin any construction-related projects in a timely manner 

consistent with all applicable local, State, and Federal requirements. 

f. Award Considerations  

The Department may consider the following when selecting SS4A Implementation Grant 

awards: 

 Whether the applicant received SS4A funds in a previous grant round to develop or 

update an Action Plan. 

 The percentage of Implementation Grant funds that will be spent in, and provide safety 

benefits to, locations in Census tracts designated as underserved communities as defined 

by this NOFO.21 

 Whether the applicant is in a rural area. 

 Whether the applicant would enhance the geographic diversity of Implementation Grant 

award recipients. 

 The Department intends to apply principles from the DOT Order, Ensuring Reliance 

Upon Sound Economic Analysis in DOT’s Policies, Programs and Activities when 

evaluating applications and making award selections. 

21 See the definition of an underserved community, which includes Census tracts identified as Areas of Persistent 
Poverty.  
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 Whether the applicant included infrastructure reducing lane capacity for vehicles or 

reducing access for emergency vehicles, delivery vehicles, and vehicles serving the 

disabled. These applications would be viewed less favorably by the Department. 

 Federal funding requests for project and strategy activities totaling $10 million or less 

(supplemental planning and demonstration activities do not count toward this total). 

 Whether the applicant has a finalized Action Plan that includes all components in Table 

1 by June 26, 2025. 

 Whether the applicant has a Killed and Serious Injuries per $1 million in Federal 

funding rate that is high compared to other Highly Rated applications.  

2. Review and Selection Process 

This section addresses the IIJA requirement to describe the methodology for evaluation in the 

NOFO, including how applications will be rated according to selection criteria and 

considerations, and how those criteria and considerations will be used to assign an overall rating. 

DOT may utilize reviewers from within DOT and operating administrations along with other 

Federal agencies. The SS4A grant program review and selection process consists of eligibility 

reviews, selection criteria review, Senior Review and a final selection by the Secretary.  

i. Eligibility Review 

Teams of Department and contractor support staff will review all applications to determine 

eligibility based on the eligibility information in Section C. This process includes confirmation 

that the applicant is an eligible entity and has an active UEI. Applications will also be reviewed 

for completeness. 
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Applicants may only submit one application. If multiple applications are received from the same 

political subdivision of a state and/or applicant, the last application submitted will be reviewed.  

If DOT cannot confirm eligibility based on the above considerations, the applicant will be 

contacted and given an opportunity to provide clarifications and/or updated materials. 

Eligible applications will be reviewed for merit based on the selection criteria in Section G.1.  

ii. Planning and Demonstration Grant Review and Selection Process 

a. Overall Selection Process and Ratings 

The process for the application review is described below: 

 An eligible Planning and Demonstration Grant application will be reviewed for its merit 

based on the Additional Safety Context selection criteria in Section G.2.ii.b. 

 Applications are rated numerically based on Merit Criteria #1 Safety Impact and #2 

Underserved Communities. 

 The #3 Additional Safety Context criterion narrative will be reviewed and assessed, and 

then receive a rating of “High,” “Medium,” “Low,” or “Non-Responsive.” Applications 

that do not address the #3 Additional Safety Context are deemed “not qualified” and will 

not be considered for award. 

 The review teams will note which of the three Planning and Demonstration Grant 

activities—develop a new Action Plan, conduct supplemental planning to update an 

existing plan, and/or carry out demonstration activities to inform the development or 

update of an Action Plan, are requested in an application.  

 The review teams will examine the locations of the applicants to identify if an applicant 

is requesting funds to develop an Action Plan in a geographic area that previously 

received SS4A funds to develop an Action Plan, as well as any potential overlap in 
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geographic boundaries in funding requests for FY 2025. DOT will assess the extent to 

which the application to develop an Action Plan is duplicative of existing or proposed 

activities and reserves the right to advise applicants with duplicative funding requests to 

consolidate their efforts as one multijurisdictional group prior to receiving an award. 

DOT may decline to fund duplicative applications irrespective of their individual merits.  

b. Additional Safety Context Criterion Rating Methodology 

For the #3 Additional Safety Context, the Department will assess the narrative’s alignment with 

the selection criterion, and will determine a rating of “High,” “Medium,” “Low,” or “Non-

Responsive.” 
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 High Medium Low Non-Responsive 

Rating 
Scale 

The application is 
very responsive to 
the criteria and is 
expected to advance 
safety planning. The 
narrative has clear 
descriptions of the 
work scope and the 
roadway safety 
problem to be 
addressed. The 
proposed approach 
will strongly inform 
an Action Plan. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative clearly and 
specifically 
describes the 
demonstration 
activities and clearly 
describes how the 
activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

The application is 
responsive to the 
criteria and is 
performing safety 
planning activities. 
The narrative has 
descriptions of the 
work scope and the 
roadway safety 
problem to be 
addressed. The 
proposed approach 
will inform an Action 
Plan. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative generally 
describes the 
demonstration 
activities and 
describes how the 
activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

The application is 
minimally responsive 
to the criteria. The 
proposed approach is 
weakly tied to an 
Action Plan. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative provides 
minimal detail about 
the demonstration 
activities provides 
minimal detail on how 
the activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

The narrative 
indicates the proposal 
is counter to the 
criteria, does not 
contain sufficient 
information, or is not 
connected to an 
Action Plan. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative does not 
describe the 
demonstration 
activities and provides 
no information on 
how the activities will 
be measured and 
evaluated. 

iii. Implementation Grant Review and Selection Process 

a. Overall Selection Process and Ratings 

All eligible Implementation Grant applications received by the deadline will be reviewed and 

receive ratings for each of these criteria: #1 Safety Need; #2 Safety Impact; #3 Engagement and 

Collaboration. Based on the criteria ratings, the Department will assign an overall application 

rating of “Highly Recommended,” “Recommended,” “Acceptable,” or “Not Recommended” 

based on evaluation team consensus discussion. The selection criteria are weighted according to 

importance. 
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Implementation Grant applications that include supplemental planning or demonstration 

activities will also be reviewed for criterion #4 Supplemental Planning and Demonstration 

Activities, but it will not affect the overall Implementation Grant rating. Instead, DOT will use 

the information to determine whether the supplemental planning and/or demonstration activities 

should be funded as part of the overall project. DOT is more likely to fund, as part of an overall 

implementation project, supplemental planning and demonstration activities that rate well on 

criterion #4. Alternatively, DOT may award an Implementation Grant, but exclude proposed 

supplemental planning or demonstration activities from the scope of the award if those activities 

were not rated well under criterion #4. 

b. Safety Need Criterion Rating Methodology 

For the #1 Safety Need criterion, the Department will assess the description of the safety 

problem and determine a rating of “High,” “Medium,” “Low,” or “Non-Responsive.” The sub-

ratings will use the guidelines below: 
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 High Medium Low Non-responsive 

Safety Need 

The narrative and 
supporting 
information 
demonstrate the 
proposal is addressing 
a substantial safety 
problem. The 
narrative is well-
articulated and is 
strongly supported by 
data and analysis. The 
narrative links the 
specific safety 
problem to relevant 
historical data at 
intervention locations 
and describes whether 
the locations are on a 
high-injury network 
or equivalent. 

The narrative and 
supporting 
information 
demonstrate the 
proposal is 
addressing an 
existing safety 
problem. Narrative 
articulates the 
description and is 
generally 
supported by data 
and analysis. The 
narrative links the 
specific safety 
problem to relevant 
historical data and 
refers to the high-
injury network or 
equivalent. 

The narrative and 
supporting 
information 
demonstrate the 
proposal is 
addressing a safety 
problem more 
minor in scope. 
The narrative is not 
well-articulated, 
and the supporting 
data and analysis 
are limited. The 
narrative provides 
an overall 
connection 
between the safety 
problem and the 
jurisdiction’s 
historical data. 

The narrative and 
supporting 
information do not 
address a safety 
problem. 

c. Safety Impact 

For the #2 Safety Impact criterion, the Department will consider whether the application 

narrative is clear, direct, and responsive to the selection criterion focus areas, logical, and 

includes specific details and examples, which will result in a rating of “High,” “Medium,” 

“Low,” or “Non-Responsive.” The Department will also consider whether the implementation 

costs are clearly described and appropriate for the proposed projects and strategies.  
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High Medium Low Non-responsive 

Safety Impact 

The projects and 
strategies 
comprehensively 
address the safety 
problem. The 
projects and 
strategies proposed 
are highly effective, 
based on evidence, 
use a systemic 
approach, are mostly 
on a high-injury 
network, and have 
benefits that persist 
over time. 

The projects and 
strategies address 
the safety problem. 
Most of the 
projects and 
strategies proposed 
are effective 
measures, based on 
evidence, use a 
systemic approach, 
are at least partially 
on a high-injury 
network, and have 
benefits that persist 
over time. 

The projects and 
strategies address 
the safety problem 
to a limited degree. 
Some or none of 
the projects and 
strategies proposed 
are effective 
measures, based on 
evidence, use a 
systemic approach, 
or have benefits 
that persist over 
time. 

The projects and 
strategies do not 
address the safety 
problem. 

Implementation 
Costs 

The costs for the 
implementation of 
the projects and 
strategies are clearly 
articulated, well-
summarized, and 
reasonable. The 
projects and 
strategies address 
locations that have 
many historical 
fatalities and serious 
injuries, and the 
supporting data are 
clearly relevant to 
the crash location 
and type. The 
projects and 
strategies are 
expected to prevent a 
significant number of 
fatalities and serious 
injuries per funds 
requested. 

The costs for the 
implementation of 
the projects and 
strategies are 
summarized and 
appear to be 
reasonable. The 
projects and 
strategies address 
locations that have 
some historical 
fatalities and 
serious injuries, 
and the supporting 
data are clearly tied 
to the location. The 
projects and 
strategies are 

expected to prevent 
some fatalities and 
serious injuries per 
funds requested. 

The costs for the 
implementation of 
the projects and 
strategies are not 
well-articulated or 
missing key 
details, and it is 
uncertain whether 
the costs are 
reasonable. The 
projects and 
strategies address 
locations that have 
very few to no 
historical fatalities 
and serious 
injuries, and the 
supporting data is 
general in nature. 
The projects and 
strategies may have 
minimal impact. 

Cost information 
and/or fatality and 
serious injury 
information are not 
provided. 
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d. Other Criteria Rating Methodology 

For the merit criteria #3 Engagement and Collaboration, the Department will consider whether 

the application narrative is clear, direct, responsive to the selection criterion focus areas, logical, 

and includes specific details and examples, which will result in a rating of “High, “Medium,” 

“Low,” or “Non-Responsive.” 

High Medium Low Non-Responsive 

Other 
Criteria 

The application is 
substantively 
responsive to the 
criteria, with clear, 
direct, and logical 
narrative. 
Compelling, specific 
details directly 
connected to the 
project, as well as 
quantified or 
illustrative examples, 
are provided. 

The application is 
moderately responsive 
to the criteria, with 
mostly clear, direct, 
and logical narrative. 
Some details and 
examples are provided. 

The application is 
minimally responsive 
to the criteria and is 
somewhat addressed in 
the narrative. General 
information is 
provided. 

The narrative indicates 
the proposal is counter 
to the criteria or does 
not contain sufficient 
information. 

e. Project Readiness 

All implementation grant applications will also receive a Project Readiness evaluation, as 

described below. The reviewers will use the application materials outlined in Section D to assess 

the applicant’s Project Readiness and will provide a rating of either “Likely” or “Unlikely.” 

Likely Unlikely 

Project 
Readiness 

Based on the information provided in the 
application and the proposed scope of the 
projects and strategies, it is likely the 
applicant can complete all projects and 
strategies within a 5-year time horizon. 
Application provides information on NEPA 
status, utility relocation, right-of-way 
acquisition, and other project implementation 
requirements. 

Based on the information provided in the 
application and the proposed scope of the 
projects and strategies, it is uncertain whether 
the applicant can complete all projects and 
strategies within a 5-year time horizon. 
Application is missing information on NEPA 
status, and whether utility relocation and/or 
right-of-way acquisition is required. 
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f. Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities 

Implementation Grant applications that include supplemental planning and/or demonstration 

activities will be assessed on the extent to which the narrative aligns with the selection criterion 

#4 Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities and will be evaluated to determine a 

rating of “High,” “Medium,” “Low,” or “Non-Responsive.” 

High Medium Low Non-Responsive 

Rating 
Scale 

The application is 
very responsive to 
the criteria and is 
expected to advance 
safety planning. The 
narrative has clear 
descriptions of the 
work scope and the 
roadway safety 
problem to be 
addressed. The 
proposed approach 
will strongly inform 
an Action Plan. 

The application is 
responsive to the 
criteria and is 

performing safety 
planning activities. 
The narrative has 
descriptions of the 
work scope and the 
roadway safety 
problem to be 
addressed. The 
proposed approach 
will inform an Action 
Plan. 

The application is 
minimally responsive 
to the criteria. The 
proposed approach is 
weakly tied to an 
Action Plan. 

The narrative 
indicates the proposal 
is counter to the 
criteria, does not 
contain sufficient 
information, or is not 
connected to an 
Action Plan. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative clearly and 
specifically describes 
the demonstration 
activities and clearly 
describes how the 
activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative generally 
describes the 
demonstration 
activities and 
describes how the 
activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative provides 
minimal detail about 
the demonstration 
activities provides 
minimal detail on how 
the activities will be 
measured and 
evaluated. 

For demonstration 
activities only: The 
narrative does not 
describe the 
demonstration 
activities and provides 
no information on 
how the activities will 
be measured and 
evaluated. 

iv. Senior Review Team Phase 

To ensure that final selections will meet the statutory requirement that no more than 15 percent 

of program funds may be awarded to eligible applicants in one State, applications will have their 

State location denoted. Among well-rated applicants, the Senior Review Team (SRT) may 
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prioritize Planning and Demonstration Grant applicants and jurisdictions that have not received 

prior SS4A funding, as described in Section G.1.i.f; the SRT may also prioritize Implementation 

Grant applicants and jurisdictions that did not receive an SS4A Implementation Grant in 

previous funding rounds over applicants that received an Implementation Grant award in 

previous funding rounds. 

a. Planning and Demonstration Grant Senior Review Team Phase 

Once every Planning and Demonstration Grant application has been reviewed based on the 

methodology above, all applications with a “High” and “Medium” Additional Safety Context 

rating will be included in a list of Applications for Consideration by the SRT. If the total funding 

request for Planning and Demonstration Grants exceeds the funding available, the SRT will 

consider quantitative selection criteria ratings for “Safety Impact” and “Underserved 

Communities” as well as applicants that meet the criteria for Award Considerations.  

The SRT will present the list of Applications for Consideration to the Secretary, either 

collectively or through a representative of the SRT. The SRT may advise the Secretary on any 

application on the list of Applications for Consideration, including options for reduced awards; 

the Secretary makes final selections.    

b. Implementation Grant Senior Review Team Phase 

Once every Implementation Grant application has been assigned an overall rating based on the 

methodology above, all “Highly Recommended” applications will be included in a list of 

Applications for Consideration. The SRT will review all “Highly Recommended” applications 

that received an “Unlikely” project readiness rating, and either remove those applicants from the 

Applications for Consideration or recommend a reduced scope to remove components that 

reduced the project’s readiness, so that if awarded the applicant would be likely to complete the 

63 



 

 

 

scope of work within 5 years of the grant agreement execution. The Secretary will consider the 

applications with a reduced scope due to the “Unlikely” project readiness rating in the same way 

as applications with a “Likely” rating.  

Additionally, to ensure the funding awards align to the extent practicable with the program goals, 

the SRT may review “Recommended” applications for substantial safety benefits. SRT identified 

“Recommended” applications with substantial safety benefits that would otherwise be added to 

the Applications for Consideration will also receive a SRT project readiness review similar to all 

“Highly Recommended” applications. 

For applications that would not otherwise be included on the list of Applications for 

Consideration, the SRT may include applications with supplemental planning and demonstration 

activity funding that received a “High” or “Medium” rating for selection criterion #4  

Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities. The SRT may recommend to the Secretary 

that the Department fund a reduced scope of only the supplemental planning and demonstration 

activities for these applications.  

For each grant type, the SRT will present the list of Applications for Consideration to the 

Secretary, either collectively or through a representative of the SRT. The SRT may advise the 

Secretary on any application on the list of Applications for Consideration, including options for 

reduced awards; the Secretary makes final selections. If an Implementation Grant application 

includes supplemental planning and demonstration activities, DOT may award just those 

activities as a standalone Planning and Demonstration Grant based on the rating received in 

selection criterion #4 Supplemental Planning and Demonstration Activities. The Secretary’s final 

selections identify the applications that best address program requirements and are most worthy 

of funding. 
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c. Risk Review 

Prior to making a Federal award, USDOT is required to review eligibility information for 

applicants and financial integrity information for applicants available in OMB-designated 

databases per the Payment Integrity Information Act of 2019 (Pub. L. 116-117), the “Do Not Pay 

Initiative” (31 U.S.C. 3354), and 41 U.S.C. 2313. 

USDOT is required to review the responsibility and qualification records available in the non-

public segment of the System for Award Management (SAM.gov) prior to making a Federal 

award where the Federal share is expected to exceed the simplified acquisition threshold, defined 

at 41 U.S.C. 134, over the period of performance. An applicant can review and comment on any 

information in the responsibility/qualification records available in SAM.gov. 

When assessing risk, USDOT will consider: 

 Financial stability. The applicant's record of effectively managing financial risks, assets, 

and resources; 

 Management systems and standards. Quality of management systems and ability to meet 

the management standards prescribed in this part; 

 History of performance. The applicant's record of managing previous and current 

Federal awards, including compliance with reporting requirements and conformance to 

the terms and conditions of Federal awards, if applicable; 

 Audit reports and findings. Reports and findings from audits performed under subpart F 

or the reports and findings of any other available audits, if applicable; and 

 Ability to effectively implement requirements. The applicant's ability to effectively 

implement statutory, regulatory, or other requirements imposed on recipients of Federal 

awards. 
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Before making decisions in the risk review required by § 200.206, DOT will consider any 

comments by the applicant, along with information available in the responsibility/qualification 

records in SAM.gov. 

H.Federal Award Notices 

Following the evaluation outlined in Section G, the Secretary will announce awarded 

applications by posting a list of selected recipients at 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A. The posting of the list of selected award recipients 

will not constitute an authorization to begin performance. Following the announcement, the 

Department will contact the point of contact listed in the SF-424 to initiate negotiation of a grant 

agreement unless the applicant notifies DOT of a changed contact via SS4A@dot.gov. 

I. Post-Award Requirements and Administration 

1. Administrative and National Policy Requirements 

v. Civil Rights and Title VI 

As a condition of a grant award, grant recipients should demonstrate that the recipient has a plan 

for compliance with civil rights obligations and nondiscrimination laws, including Title VI of the 

Civil Rights Act of 1964 and implementing regulations (49 CFR § 21), the Americans with 

Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, all other civil rights 

requirements, and accompanying regulations. This should include a current Title VI plan, 

completed Community Participation Plan, and a plan to address any legacy infrastructure or 

facilities that are not compliant with ADA standards. DOT’s and the applicable Operating 
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Administrations’ Office of Civil Rights may work with awarded grant recipients to ensure full 

compliance with Federal civil rights requirements. 

a. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) 

Funding recipients must comply with NEPA under 42 U.S.C. § 4321.Obligation of Federal funds 

for final design, right-of-way acquisition, utility relocation, and/or construction will not occur 

until NEPA approval is received. In these cases, the grant agreement will require a partial 

obligation of Federal funding until NEPA approval is obtained and a grant agreement 

amendment to obligate additional funding after NEPA approval is received and documented. 

b. Domestic Preference Requirements 

As expressed in Executive Order 14005, Ensuring the Future Is Made in All of America by All 

of America’s Workers (86 FR 7475), the executive branch should maximize, consistent with law, 

the use of goods, products, and materials produced in, and services offered in, the United States. 

Infrastructure projects and demonstration activities are subject to the Build America, Buy 

America Act (Pub. L. No 117–58, div. G §§ 70901–70927) as clarified in OMB Memorandum 

M-22-11.F 

22 The Department expects all recipients to comply with this requirement. Projects 

under this notice will be subject to the domestic preference requirements at § 70914 of the Build 

America, Buy America Act. 

c. Labor and Workforce 

Each applicant selected for SS4A grant funding must demonstrate, to the full extent possible 

consistent with the law, an effort to create good-paying jobs with a free and fair choice to join a 

22 Pub. L. No. 117-58, division. G, Title IX, Subtitle A, 135 Stat. 429, 1298 (2021). For additional information on § 
70914, see OMB-22-11. https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/M-22-11.pdf 
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union in project construction and in on-going operations and maintenance, and incorporate 

strong labor standards, such as through the use of project labor agreements, registered 

apprenticeship programs, and other joint labor-management training programs. 

d. Critical Infrastructure Security and Resilience  

It is the policy of the United States to strengthen the security and resilience of its critical 

infrastructure against all hazards, including physical and cyber threats, and the National Security 

Presidential Memorandum on Improving Cybersecurity for Critical Infrastructure Control 

Systems. Each applicant selected for SS4A grant funding must demonstrate, prior to the signing 

of the grant agreement, effort to consider and address physical and cyber security risks relevant 

to the transportation mode and type and scale of the activities. Award recipients that have not 

appropriately considered and addressed physical and cyber security and resilience in their 

planning, design, and oversight, as determined by the Department and the Department of 

Homeland Security, will be required to do so before receiving Implementation Grant funds.  

e. Other Administrative and Policy Requirements 

All awards will be administered pursuant to the Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost 

Principles and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards found in 2 CFR Part 200 as adopted by 

the Department at 2 CFR Part 1201. Additionally, as permitted under the requirements described 

above, applicable Federal laws, rules, and regulations of the relevant operating administration 

(e.g., the Federal Highway Administration) administering the activities will apply to the 

activities that receive SS4A grants, including planning requirements, Stakeholder Agreements, 

and other requirements under the Department’s other highway and transit grant programs. DOT 

anticipates grant recipients to have varying levels of experience administering Federal funding 

agreements and complying with Federal requirements, and DOT will take a risk-based approach 
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to SS4A program grant administration to ensure compliance with all applicable laws and 

regulations. 

Because award recipients under this program may be first-time recipients of Federal funding, 

DOT is committed to implementing the program as flexibly as permitted by statute and to 

provide assistance to help award recipients through the process of securing a grant agreement 

and delivering both Planning and Demonstration Grant activities and Implementation Grant 

projects and strategies. Award recipients are encouraged to identify any needs for assistance in 

delivering the Implementation Grant projects and strategies so that DOT can provide directly, or 

through a third party, sufficient support and technical assistance to mitigate potential execution 

risks. 

SS4A funds will reimburse recipients only after a grant agreement has been executed, allowable 

expenses are incurred, and valid requests for reimbursement are submitted. Grant agreements are 

expected to be administered on a reimbursement basis, and at the Department’s discretion 

alternative funding arrangements may be established on a case-by-case basis. 

In connection with any program or activity conducted with or benefiting from funds awarded 

under this notice, recipients of funds must comply with all applicable requirements of Federal 

law, including, without limitation, the Constitution of the United States; the conditions of 

performance, nondiscrimination requirements, and other assurances made applicable to the 

award of funds in accordance with regulations of the Department of Transportation; and 

applicable Federal financial assistance and contracting principles promulgated by the Office of 

Management and Budget. In complying with these requirements, recipients, in particular, must 

ensure that no concession agreements are denied, or other contracting decisions made on the 

basis of speech or other activities protected by the First Amendment. If the Department 
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determines that a recipient has failed to comply with applicable Federal requirements, the 

Department may terminate the award of funds and disallow previously incurred costs, requiring 

the recipient to reimburse any expended award funds. 

f. Reporting 

i. Progress Reporting on Grant Activity 

Reporting responsibilities for award recipients include quarterly program performance reports 

using the Performance Progress Report (PPR) and quarterly financial status using the SF-425 

(also known as the Federal Financial Report or SF-FFR).F 

23 

Budget and recipient performance information will be gathered on a quarterly basis in a 

Performance Progress Report (PPR). To fulfill the data collection requirements and in 

accordance with the USDOT Public Access Plan, award recipients must consider, budget for, and 

implement appropriate data management, for data and information outputs acquired or generated 

during the course of the grant.F 

24, 25 Federally recognized Tribal governments receiving grants F 

may request alternative data collection requirements during grant agreement formulation, as 

appropriate. Applicants are expected to account for data and performance reporting in their 

budget submission. 

a. Post Award Reporting Requirements/Reporting of Matters Related to Integrity and 
Performance 

All award recipients shall submit a final report not later than 120 days after the end of the period 

of performance. A link to submit this report electronically will be provided by the operating 

23 https://www.grants.gov/forms/post-award-reporting-forms.html 
24 https://doi.org/10.21949/1520559 
25 United States. Department of Transportation. (2022) DOT Public Access [Home page]. 
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administration (FHWA, FTA, or NHTSA) administering your grant. The content of the final 

report includes: 

 The costs of each eligible project and strategy carried out using the grant;  

 The lessons learned and any recommendations relating to future projects or strategies to 

prevent death and serious injury on roads and streets. 

Recipients of Implementation Grants or Planning and Demonstration Grants with demonstration 

activities must also provide:  

 Safety performance data, including fatalities, serious injuries, and crashes by road user 

category, and other outcomes and benefits in the project location(s); 

 Information about project location(s). 

Award recipients that develop, complete, or enhance an Action Plan must provide information to 

support that the Action Plan satisfies each of the required Action Plan components listed in Table 

1: Action Plan Components. 

Award recipients carrying out demonstration activities must also: 

 Measure potential benefits through data collection and evaluative activities, and  

 Report to the Department how the demonstration activities informed an Action Plan’s list 

of projects and strategies and future implementation. 

a. General Reporting Requirement (Federal Share Over $500,000) 

If the total value of a selected applicant’s currently active grants, cooperative agreements, and 

procurement contracts from all Federal awarding agencies exceeds $10,000,000 for any period of 

time during the period of performance of this Federal award, the applicant during that period of 

time must maintain the currency of information reported in SAM that is made available in the 

designated integrity and performance system about civil, criminal, or administrative proceedings 
71 



 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

  

described in paragraph 2 of this award term and condition. This is a statutory requirement under 

section 872 of Pub. L. No.110–417, as amended (41 U.S.C. § 2313). As required by section 3010 

of Pub. L. No. 111–212, all information posted in the designated integrity and performance 

system on or after April 15, 2011, except past performance reviews required for Federal 

procurement contracts, will be publicly available. Additionally, if applicable, funding recipients 

must be in compliance with the audit requirements in 2 CFR § 200, Subpart F. 

b. Proceedings About Which You Must Report  

You must submit the required information about each proceeding that: 

 Is in connection with the award or performance of a grant, cooperative agreement, or 

procurement contract from the Federal Government; 

 Reached its final disposition during the most recent five-year period; and 

 Is one of the following— 

o A criminal proceeding that resulted in a conviction; 

o A civil proceeding that resulted in a finding of fault and liability and payment of a 

monetary fine, penalty, reimbursement, restitution, or damages of $5,000 or more; 

o An administrative proceeding that resulted in a finding of fault and liability and 

your payment of either a monetary fine or penalty of $5,000 or more or 

reimbursement, restitution, or damages in excess of $100,000; or 

o Any other criminal, civil, or administrative proceeding if— 

 It could have led to an outcome described in paragraph (b)(1)(iii)(A) 

through (C); 

 It had a different disposition arrived at by consent or compromise with an 

acknowledgment of fault on your part; and 
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 The requirement in this award term to disclose information about the 

proceeding does not conflict with applicable laws and regulations. 

 Reporting Procedures. Enter the required information in SAM.gov for each proceeding 

described in paragraph (b) of this award term. You do not need to submit the information 

a second time under grants and cooperative agreements that you received if you already 

provided the information in SAM.gov because you were required to do so under Federal 

procurement contracts that you were awarded. 

 Reporting Frequency. During any period of time when you are subject to the 

requirement in paragraph (a) of this award term, you must report proceedings information 

in SAM.gov for the most recent five-year period, either to report new information about a 

proceeding that you have not reported previously or affirm that there is no new 

information to report. If you have Federal contract, grant, and cooperative agreement 

awards with a cumulative total value greater than $10,000,000, you must disclose 

semiannually any information about the criminal, civil, and administrative proceedings. 

 Definitions. For purposes of this award term— 

o Administrative proceeding means a non-judicial process that is adjudicatory in 

nature to make a determination of fault or liability (for example, Securities and 

Exchange Commission Administrative proceedings, Civilian Board of Contract 

Appeals proceedings, and Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals 

proceedings). This includes proceedings at the Federal and State level but only in 

connection with the performance of a Federal contract or grant. It does not include 

audits, site visits, corrective plans, or inspection of deliverables. 
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o Conviction means a judgment or conviction of a criminal offense by any court of 

competent jurisdiction, whether entered upon a verdict or a plea, and includes a 

conviction entered upon a plea of nolo contendere. 

o Total value of currently active grants, cooperative agreements, and procurement 

contracts includes the value of the Federal share already received plus any 

anticipated Federal share under those awards (such as continuation funding). 

c. Program Evaluation 

The Department intends to measure safety outcomes through a combination of grant agreement 

activities and data collections, including DOT data collections already underway and program 

evaluations separate from the individual grant agreements in accordance with Section F.3.iii. As 

a condition of grant award, SS4A grant recipients may be required to participate in an evaluation 

undertaken by DOT, or another agency or partner. The evaluation may take different forms such 

as an implementation assessment across grant recipients, an impact and/or outcomes analysis of 

all or selected sites within or across grant recipients, or a benefit/cost analysis or assessment of 

return on investment. The Department may require applicants to collect data elements to aid the 

evaluation and/or use information available through other reporting. As a part of the evaluation, 

as a condition of award, grant recipients must agree to: (1) make records available to the 

evaluation contractor; (2) provide access to program records, and any other relevant documents 

to calculate costs and benefits; (3) in the case of an impact analysis, facilitate the access to 

relevant information as requested; and (4) follow evaluation procedures as specified by the 

evaluation contractor or DOT staff. 

Recipients and sub-recipients are also encouraged to incorporate program evaluation including 

associated data collection activities from the outset of their program design and implementation 
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to meaningfully document and measure progress toward meeting safety priority goals. Title I of 

the Foundations for Evidence-Based Policymaking Act of 2018 (Evidence Act), Pub. L. No. 

115–435 (2019) urges Federal awarding agencies and Federal assistance recipients and sub-

recipients to use program evaluation as a critical tool to learn, to improve equitable delivery, and 

to elevate program service and delivery across the program lifecycle. Evaluation means “an 

assessment using systematic data collection and analysis of one or more programs, policies, and 

organizations intended to assess their effectiveness and efficiency” (codified at 5 U.S.C. § 311). 

Credible program evaluation activities are implemented with relevance and utility, rigor, 

independence and objectivity, transparency, and ethics (OMB Circular A-11, Part 6 Section 290). 

J. Other Information 

1. Publication of Application Information 

Following the completion of the selection process and announcement of awards, the Department 

intends to publish a list of all applications received along with the names of the applicant 

organizations and a few relevant data fields from the application. This includes unsuccessful 

applicants. The Department may share application information within the Department or with 

other Federal agencies if the Department determines the applicant could benefit from Federal 

technical assistance programs, or that sharing is relevant to the respective program’s objectives. 

a. Department Feedback on Applications 

The Department strives to provide as much information as possible to assist applicants with the 

application process. Unsuccessful applicants may request a debrief up to 30 days after the 

75 



 

 

  

 

selected funding recipients are publicly announced on 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A. 

b. Grant Application Resources 

The Department will provide resources to help interested applicants understand the different 

DOT discretionary grant programs through webinars, frequently asked questions, templates, and 

other materials provided on the SS4A program website 

https://www.transportation.gov/grants/SS4A. Additional grant applications resources for this and 

other Departmental grant programs can be found on the DOT Navigator at 

www.transportation.gov/dot-navigator. User-friendly information and resources regarding 

DOT’s discretionary grant programs relevant to rural applicants can be found on the Rural 

Opportunities to Use Transportation for Economic Success (ROUTES) website at 

www.transportation.gov/rural. 
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 $          35,317.99 
6 

Attn:  Renee Buckner

Max Allowable Contract Amounts:
Labor 101,198.63$       

Subconsutant 18,633.27$         
Other Direct Costs 249.55$              

Maximum CV 120,081.45$       

Previously
Current Invoice Invoiced Total Invoiced

DIRECT SALARIES 32,030.72$         56,677.90$         88,708.62$         
SUBCONSULANT 2,891.98$           1,390.21$           4,282.19$           
DIRECT COSTS 395.29$              5.61$                  400.90$              
PROJECT TOTAL 35,317.99$         58,073.72$         93,391.71$         

AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE 35,317.99$         

Michael Baker International
Citizens Bank
Account No.: 6101710975
ABA: 036-076-150
SWIFT: CTZIUS33
Payment Inquiries: 

Check:
Michael Baker International
P.O. Box 536408
Pittsburgh, PA 15253-5906

Project Inquiries: Korb, Gregory Michael - Gregory.Korb@mbakerintl.com
Invoice Inquiries: Neal, Donna M - dneal@mbakerintl.com

County:  Madison

Invoice for Professional Services through period ending'4/27/2025

Agreement Number: COR Lk Harbour
Project Name: Lake Harbour Dr. Intersect Imp
Project Number: 202506
PE No.:  STP-6928-00(019)LPA/109161-701000

Payment Options: Include invoice number on all remittances

EFT/ACH (Preferred Method):

P.O. Box 217
Ridgeland, MS  39158

Michael Baker International, Inc.
310 New Pointe Drive
Ridgeland, MS 39157

601 607-8700

Invoice Date:
Invoice No.:

Invoice Amount:
Progress Report No.:

City of Ridgeland'



COUNTY : Madison PROJECT NO.

CURRENT PREV CURRENT PREV
RATE OF PERIOD PERIOD HOURS PERIOD PERIOD COSTS TO

EMPLOYEE CLASSIFICATION PAY TYPE HOURS HOURS TO DATE COSTS COSTS DATE

Harris, Kyle Inspector I 69.79$        Regular 160.00 238.00 398.00 11,166.40$     16,610.02$     27,776.42$     

Harris, Mitchell Inspector II 85.23$        Regular 118.00 72.00 190.00 10,057.14$     6,136.56$       16,193.70$     

Korb, Greg Project Engineer 167.74$      Regular 61.00 198.00 259.00 10,232.14$     33,212.52$     43,444.66$     

O'Reilly, William Safety Officer / Storm 
Water 143.76$      Regular 4.00 5.00 9.00 575.04$          718.80$          1,293.84$       

 343.00 513.00 856.00 32,030.72$     56,677.90$     88,708.62$     

TOTAL LABOR 32,030.72$     56,677.90$     88,708.62$     

OTHER DIRECT COSTS 395.29$          5.61$              400.90$          

SUBCONTRACTOR 2,891.98$       1,390.21$       4,282.19$       

PROJECT TOTALS TO DATE 35,317.99$     58,073.72$     93,391.71$     

STP-6928-00(019)LPA/109161-701000



#ROWDELETE

#TSKDEL

Labor
Employee Name Date Hrs Rate Amount

Harris, Kyle #nf4 3/31/2025 7.00 $69.79 $488.53 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/1/2025 9.00 $69.79 $628.11 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/2/2025 8.00 $69.79 $558.32 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/3/2025 14.00 $69.79 $977.06 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/7/2025 9.00 $69.79 $628.11 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/8/2025 10.00 $69.79 $697.90 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/9/2025 14.00 $69.79 $977.06 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/10/2025 7.00 $69.79 $488.53 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/10/2025 2.00 $69.79 $139.58 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/14/2025 9.00 $69.79 $628.11 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/15/2025 8.00 $69.79 $558.32 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/16/2025 9.00 $69.79 $628.11 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/17/2025 7.00 $69.79 $488.53 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/18/2025 5.00 $69.79 $348.95 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/21/2025 5.00 $69.79 $348.95 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/22/2025 7.00 $69.79 $488.53 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/23/2025 8.00 $69.79 $558.32 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/24/2025 8.00 $69.79 $558.32 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/25/2025 1.00 $69.79 $69.79 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/25/2025 3.00 $69.79 $209.37 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/26/2025 7.00 $69.79 $488.53 
Harris, Kyle #nf4 4/27/2025 3.00 $69.79 $209.37 

#nf4 Total Regular 142.00 $9,910.18 
#nf4 Total Overtime 18.00 $1,256.22 

#nf4 Total Labor 160.00 $11,166.40 

$11,166.40 

Harris, Mitchell #nf4 3/31/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/1/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/2/2025 4.00 $85.23 $340.92 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/3/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/4/2025 9.00 $85.23 $767.07 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/8/2025 10.00 $85.23 $852.30 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/9/2025 7.00 $85.23 $596.61 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/10/2025 10.00 $85.23 $852.30 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/11/2025 4.00 $85.23 $340.92 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/14/2025 4.00 $85.23 $340.92 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/16/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/17/2025 4.00 $85.23 $340.92 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/18/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/21/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/22/2025 6.00 $85.23 $511.38 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/23/2025 8.00 $85.23 $681.84 
Harris, Mitchell #nf4 4/24/2025 4.00 $85.23 $340.92 

#nf4 Total Labor 118.00 $10,057.14 

$10,057.14 

Michael Baker International, Inc.
310 New Pointe Drive
Ridgeland, MS 39157

601 607-8700

Agreement Number: COR Lk Harbour
Project Name: Lake Harbour Dr. Intersect Imp

Invoice for Professional Services through period ending 04.27.2025

01 Project Mgmt  Labor

Project Number: 202506
Project # STP-6928-00(019)LPA/109161-701000#comm

#ARIAL18

Type
Inspector I

Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular

Overtime
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular

Overtime
Regular

Overtime
Overtime

Total Labor for Inspector I
Inspector II

Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular

Total Labor for Inspector II



Korb, Gregory #nf4 3/31/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/1/2025 4.00 $167.74 $670.96 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/2/2025 4.00 $167.74 $670.96 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/3/2025 6.00 $167.74 $1,006.44 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/4/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/7/2025 3.00 $167.74 $503.22 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/8/2025 3.00 $167.74 $503.22 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/9/2025 3.00 $167.74 $503.22 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/10/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/11/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/14/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/15/2025 1.00 $167.74 $167.74 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/16/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/17/2025 2.00 $167.74 $335.48 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/18/2025 3.00 $167.74 $503.22 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/21/2025 4.00 $167.74 $670.96 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/22/2025 3.00 $167.74 $503.22 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/23/2025 4.00 $167.74 $670.96 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/24/2025 5.00 $167.74 $838.70 
Korb, Gregory #nf4 4/25/2025 4.00 $167.74 $670.96 

#nf4 Total Labor 61.00 $10,232.14 

$10,232.14 

O'Reilly, William #nf4 4/4/2025 1.00 $143.76 $143.76 
O'Reilly, William #nf4 4/11/2025 1.00 $143.76 $143.76 
O'Reilly, William #nf4 4/18/2025 1.00 $143.76 $143.76 
O'Reilly, William #nf4 4/25/2025 1.00 $143.76 $143.76 

#nf4 Total Labor 4.00 $575.04 

$575.04 

$32,030.72 

#TSKDEL

Other Direct Costs 
Name Date Quantity Rate Amount
ABC Printing 4/1/2025 0.21 1 $0.21 

ABC Printing 4/2/2025 0.28 1 $0.28 

Harris, Kyle 3/25/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 3/25/2025 3 0.32 $0.96 

Harris, Kyle 3/27/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 3/27/2025 2 0.32 $0.64 

Harris, Kyle 3/31/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 3/31/2025 12 0.32 $3.84 

Harris, Kyle 4/1/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/1/2025 13 0.32 $4.16 

Harris, Kyle 4/2/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Project Engineer
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular

Total Labor for Project Engineer
Safety Officer / Storm Water

Regular

Total for Top Task 01
02 CE_I Service Fees

Regular
Regular
Regular

Total Labor for Safety Officer / Storm Water

  

Description
Reproduction/22713692 Mitchell.Harris 
(1x0.210)(0.00000) Laser Color Print 8.5x11 
CP_MSRIDGPRNT3
Reproduction/22713692 Mitchell.Harris 
(7x0.040)(0.00000) Laser Print  8.5x11 
Premium White Paper CP_MSRIDGPRNT3
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|032525|032525|36046|36049|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|032525|032525|36046|36049|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|032725|032725|36143|36145|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|032725|032725|36143|36145|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|033125|033125|36237|36249|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|033125|033125|36237|36249|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040125|040125|36249|36262|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040125|040125|36249|36262|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040225|040225|36262|36274|FL4891|L
ake Harbour



Harris, Kyle 4/2/2025 12 0.32 $3.84 

Harris, Kyle 4/3/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/3/2025 13 0.32 $4.16 

Harris, Kyle 4/4/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/4/2025 12 0.32 $3.84 

Harris, Kyle 4/7/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/7/2025 9 0.32 $2.88 

Harris, Kyle 4/8/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/8/2025 9 0.32 $2.88 

Harris, Kyle 4/9/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/9/2025 9 0.32 $2.88 

Harris, Kyle 4/10/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/10/2025 9 0.32 $2.88 

Harris, Kyle 4/11/2025 1 26.72 $26.72 

Harris, Kyle 4/11/2025 9 0.32 $2.88 

Harris, Kyle 4/15/2025 2 3.34 $6.68 

Harris, Kyle 4/15/2025 44 0.32 $14.08 

Harris, Kyle 4/17/2025 2 3.34 $6.68 

Harris, Kyle 4/17/2025 34 0.32 $10.88 

$395.29 

#TSKDEL

Subcontractors   

Name Date Amount
Burns Cooley Dennis Inc 3/29/2025 $2,891.98 

$2,891.98 

#ARIAL20
#STOPTRAVERSE
#STOPTRAVERSE

Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040225|040225|36262|36274|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040325|040325|36274|36287|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040325|040325|36274|36287|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040425|040425|36287|36299|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040425|040425|36287|36299|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040725|040725|36299|36308|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040725|040725|36299|36308|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040825|040825|36308|36317|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040825|040825|36308|36317|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|040925|040925|36317|36326|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|040925|040925|36317|36326|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|041025|041025|36326|36335|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|041025|041025|36326|36335|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (day)/Kyle 
Harris|041125|041125|36335|36344|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|041125|041125|36335|36344|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (hour)/Kyle 
Harris|041525|041525|36344|36388|FL4891|L
ake Harbour

  
$395.29 

Total for Top Task 02
100 Sub Consultant

Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|041525|041525|36344|36388|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (hour)/Kyle 
Harris|041725|041725|36388|36422|FL4891|L
ake Harbour
Fleet (mile)/Kyle 
Harris|041725|041725|36388|36422|FL4891|L
ake Harbour

Total Other Direct Costs

  
$2,891.98 

Total for Top Task 100

Total Invoice Amount Due:   $35,317.99 

Description/Comment
Subcont-Professional Services/CITY OF RIDGELAND; Invoice No. 47726

Total Subcontractors



Invoice No: 22713692

Remit to:
ABC Imaging of Washington, Inc.
P.O. Box 791319
Baltimore, MD 21279-1319

Invoice Date: 04/06/2025
Bill To: Project Number: 20250602
MICBAKPA Project Name: Printing & Postage
Michael Baker International Contract No. MASTER

Contract Name Master
310 New Pointe Drive
Ridgeland, Ridgeland 39157

Item Description Unit Price Quantity Item Subtotal Amount
22713692 Mitchell.Harris 
(1x0.210)(0.00000) Laser Color Print 8.5x11
CP_MSRIDGPRNT3

$0.21 1 $0.21

22713692 Mitchell.Harris 
(7x0.040)(0.00000) Laser Print  8.5x11 
Premium White Paper CP_MSRIDGPRNT3

$0.04 7 $0.28

Invoice Subtotal $0.49
Tax(0) $0.00

Invoice Total $0.49

Total Amount

$0.49

Due Upon Receipt

   



Vehicle Usage Report
Vehicle ID Date Out Date In Project # Task # Driver Odom. Out Odom. In Category Quantity Bill Rate Bill Amount Comment
FL4891 1-Apr-25 1-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36249 36262 Fleet (mile) 13 0.32 $4.16 Lake Harbour
FL4891 1-Apr-25 1-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36249 36262 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 2-Apr-25 2-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36262 36274 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 2-Apr-25 2-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36262 36274 Fleet (mile) 12 0.32 $3.84 Lake Harbour
FL4891 3-Apr-25 3-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36274 36287 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 3-Apr-25 3-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36274 36287 Fleet (mile) 13 0.32 $4.16 Lake Harbour
FL4891 4-Apr-25 4-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36287 36299 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 4-Apr-25 4-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36287 36299 Fleet (mile) 12 0.32 $3.84 Lake Harbour
FL4891 7-Apr-25 7-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36299 36308 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 7-Apr-25 7-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36299 36308 Fleet (mile) 9 0.32 $2.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 8-Apr-25 8-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36308 36317 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 8-Apr-25 8-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36308 36317 Fleet (mile) 9 0.32 $2.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 9-Apr-25 9-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36317 36326 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 9-Apr-25 9-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36317 36326 Fleet (mile) 9 0.32 $2.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 10-Apr-25 10-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36326 36335 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 10-Apr-25 10-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36326 36335 Fleet (mile) 9 0.32 $2.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 11-Apr-25 11-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36335 36344 Fleet (mile) 9 0.32 $2.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 11-Apr-25 11-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36335 36344 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 15-Apr-25 15-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36344 36388 Fleet (mile) 44 0.32 $14.08 Lake Harbour
FL4891 15-Apr-25 15-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36344 36388 Fleet (hour) 2 3.34 $6.68 Lake Harbour
FL4891 17-Apr-25 17-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36388 36422 Fleet (mile) 34 0.32 $10.88 Lake Harbour
FL4891 17-Apr-25 17-Apr-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36388 36422 Fleet (hour) 2 3.34 $6.68 Lake Harbour
FL4891 25-Mar-25 25-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36046 36049 Fleet (mile) 3 0.32 $0.96 Lake Harbour
FL4891 25-Mar-25 25-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36046 36049 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 27-Mar-25 27-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36143 36145 Fleet (mile) 2 0.32 $0.64 Lake Harbour
FL4891 27-Mar-25 27-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36143 36145 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 31-Mar-25 31-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36237 36249 Fleet (day) 1 26.72 $26.72 Lake Harbour
FL4891 31-Mar-25 31-Mar-25 202506 2 Kyle Harris 36237 36249 Fleet (mile) 12 0.32 $3.84 Lake Harbour

Total $394.80 

   

Total Invoice Amount: $394.80
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Chris Bryson

From: Ellis, Donna R <dellis@mdot.ms.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2025 3:27 PM
To: Mayor McGee; Chris Bryson; stan.wright@neel-schaffer.com
Cc: Young, Mitchell R; Clark, Amanda G.; Killebrew, Lindsey N.; Tillery, Josh; Ellingburg, 

Colby
Subject: Full and Final Settlement Letter - City of Ridgeland 109160-701000
Attachments: Full and Final Settlement Letter.pdf

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization. 

 
Good afternoon, 
 
Attached are the Full and Final Settlement Letter and LPA-001s for Construction and Construction Engineering.  I will 
send the original letter and a contractor’s copy of the final estimate package to the LPA by certified mail.  Upon receipt, 
please ensure the Chief LPA Official signs the letter along with a witness and sends the signed letter to the LPA Division 
per the instructions on the letter.  The contractor’s copy of the final estimate package is provided for your convenience 
and/or file.  Thank you. 
 
Donna R. Ellis 
LPA Division 
Mississippi Department of Transportation 
601-359-7217 
dellis@mdot.ms.gov 
 
 















































mailing address: p.o. box 217 • ridgeland, ms 39158
street address: 100 W. School St. • ridgeland, ms 39157

ph: 601.856.7113 • www.ridgelandms.org

Gene F. McGee, cmo - mayor • Paula W. Tierce, phr - city clerk / human resources director

board of aldermen: D.I. Smith, cmo - at-large • Ken Heard, cmo - ward 1 • Chuck Gautier, cmo - ward 2
 Kevin Holder, cmo, mayor pro tempore - ward 3 • Brian P. Ramsey, cmo - ward 4 • Bill Lee - ward 5 • Wesley Hamlin, cmo - ward 6

DATE: MAY 1, 2025

TO: MAYOR & BOARD OF ALDERMEN

FROM: PAULA TIERCE, CITY CLERK/HR DIRECTOR

RE: BUDGET AMENDMENT

The following budget amendment is being requested to create and fund the Mayor’s 
Youth Council, which is from donations:

Decrease General Fund Balance $1,394.67
Increase Account 015-021-540 $1,394.67
   ** This is the carry over of the donation made in FY2024)

Increase Account 015-000-348 $100.00
Increase Account 015-021-540 $100.00



RESOLUTION DECLARING INTENT OF CITY OF RIDGELAND, 
MISSISSIPPI, TO LEVY A TAX UPON THE GROSS PROCEEDS DERIVED 

FROM THE SALES OF RESTAURANTS IN THE AMOUNT OF ONE PERCENT (1%) 
AND FROM THE SALES OF HOTELS/MOTELS IN THE AMOUNT OF TWO 

PERCENT (2%) EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 2025

WHEREAS, the 2025 Mississippi Legislature passed House Bill 1777, effective 
April 10, 2025, which authorizes the governing authorities of the City of Ridgeland, 
Mississippi to levy a tax upon the gross proceeds derived from the sales of restaurants 
and hotels/motels as defined in House Bill 1777; and

WHEREAS, the Ridgeland Mayor and Board of Aldermen did at their regular 
pubic meeting on May 6, 2025, resolve to declare the City’s intent to hold a referendum 
vote on the special tax levy and to notify the public in the time and manner prescribed 
by law; and

WHEREAS, this Resolution is adopted pursuant to the procedure prescribed in 
said Bill (HR1777) for the implementation of the tax.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF 
ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF RIDGELAND, MISSISSIPPI:

SECTION 1.  The City of Ridgeland hereby calls for a referendum vote on a tax 
levy wherein all qualified electors of the City of Ridgeland may vote.  The date of the 
election shall be Tuesday, June 3, 2025.  The ballots used in such election shall have 
printed thereon a brief statement of the amount and purposes of the proposed tax levy 
and the words:  “FOR THE TAX” and, in a separate line:  “AGAINST THE TAX” and the 
voters shall vote by placing a cross (X) or check (√) opposite their choice on the ballot.

When the results of the election have been canvassed and certified, the City may 
levy the special tax if sixty percent (60%) of the qualified electors who vote in the 
election vote in favor of the special tax.  At least thirty (30) days before the effective 
date of the special tax, the governing authorities shall furnish a certified copy of this 
Resolution evidencing the special tax to the Department of Revenue.

SECTION 2.  Following an election resulting in favor of the special tax, the City of 
Ridgeland shall levy and collect a tax from every person, firm or corporation operating a 
restaurant in the City of Ridgeland, at a rate not to exceed one percent (1%) tax on the 
gross proceeds of all sales from restaurants and a two percent (2%) tax on the gross 
proceeds of all sales from hotels and motels, which shall be in addition to all of the 
taxes and assessments imposed, to provide funds for capital improvements for the 
enhancement of Freedom Ridge Park.

SECTION 3.  The tax shall be for the purpose of providing fund solely for capital 
improvements for the enhancement of Freedom Ridge Park, Phase II and related 
purposes.



SECTION 4.  Should the election result be in favor of the levy of the special tax, 
the date upon which the special tax shall become effective is October 1, 2025.

SECTION 5.  That said tax shall be collected by and paid to the Department of 
Revenue on the form prescribed by the Department of Revenue in the manner that state 
sales taxes are computed, collected and paid; and full enforcement provisions and all 
other provisions of Title 27, Chapter 65, Mississippi Code 1972, shall apply as 
necessary to the implementation and administration of this act.

SECTION 6.  The proceeds of such tax shall not be considered by the City of 
Ridgeland as general fund revenue but shall be dedicated to and expended solely for 
the purposes specified in Section 2.

SECIOTN 7:  Notice of this Resolution of such intention and the election shall be 
published once a week for at least three week (3) consecutive weeks in a newspaper 
published in or having a general circulation in the city, with the first publication of the 
notice to be made not less than twenty-one (21) days before the date fixed in the 
resolution for the election and the last publication to be made not more than seven (7) 
days before the date fixed in the resolution for the election.

SO RESOLVED, this the 6th day of May, 2025.

_____________________________________
GENE F. MCGEE, MAYOR

ATTEST:

_______________________________
PAULA TIERCE, CITY CLERK
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DATE: MAY 1, 2025

TO: MAYOR & BOARD OF ALDERMEN

FROM: PAULA TIERCE, CITY CLERK/HR DIRECTOR

RE: SEWER ADJUSTMENTS

The following adjustments were requested and I recommend approval of same:

05-6108-03 744 Versailles Drive $531.65
05-2900-00 2052 Lakeshore $21.95
04-4255-03 302 Mesquaki $39.81
04-4335-01 315 Mesquaki $79.61
03-2238-03 206 Park Ct $27.28
03-5028-09 536 Mobile Estates $869.43
04-3240-00 209 Hillside St $56.57
05-1445-00 7048 Edgewater Dr $27.24
02-1530-03 614 Eastwyck Dr $62.85

Should you have any questions please feel free to contact my office.
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