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Question 9, 10, 11, and 12 

9. List of individual projects in your approved project plan.
There has been a major change to the approved project plan since Q1 2014.  While there was no change to the overall SBDD Award amount, the Utah Broadband Project team proposed to move money between budget categories and projects which necessitated a budget amendment.  After working with Utah’s NTIA program officer, Brian Gibbons, a request for a budget amendment was filed in PAM on July 2, 2014, and approved by NTIA by e-mail later that day.  
As instructed by Mr. Gibbons, the Total Federal Funding Amount listed in the table associated with Question 9 (and other budget tables in the Q2 2014 reporting package) reflects those changes specified in the detailed budget narrative attached at the end of this document, as well as the detailed budget template and budget comparison documents filed in PAM on July 2, 2014.   
The budget comparison spreadsheet is included in the Q2 2014 quarterly filing as “2014 Q2 Final UT SBI Budget Comparison Document July 2 2014.xlsx.”
10 a.  If the project is not fully staffed, described how any lack of staffing may impact the project’s timeline and when the project will be fully staffed.
Governor’s Office of Economic Development (GOED):  
During Q2 2014, the Utah Broadband Project (Project) was staffed with a project manager, project coordinator and project assistant.  GOED’s FTE count for the Project decreased from 3.51 in Q1 2014 to 3 in Q2 2014, primarily due to the fact the project intern left to pursue a full-time opportunity in the private sector. This will not affect the Project’s timeline.  GOED does not currently anticipate that the intern position will be re-filled therefore GOED staffing should remain at 3 FTEs for the remainder of the project.  
Utah Automated Geographic Reference Center (AGRC):  
Currently, the mapping arm of the Utah Broadband Project (Project) is adequately staffed.
AGRC's FTE count for the Project decreased slightly from 2.68 in Q1 2014 to  approximately 2.4 in Q2 2014 primarily due to demands of the April 1, 2014 data submittal subsiding. This was as anticipated.
Additionally, the AGRC FTE count will likely remain steady or rise for the remaining 2014 quarters as AGRC pushes toward completion of the provider editing application development work and the address file project, provides mapping support the Regional Planning and stakeholder engagement efforts, and continues enhanced verification efforts. Any increases in FTEs will come from increases in hours billed by AGRC staff.
Note:  1) 10b. Staffing Table indicates five AGRC employees are new to the project (two new to the Data Collection Project and three new to the Address Project).  Of the two employees listed as new to the data collection project one of these employees (Data Coordinator) has previously worked on the project before but, as directed by NTIA, is being reported as "New to the Project" because that employee did not work on the project during Q1 2014.  The other employee (Technical Support Specialist) is actually new to the project as his start date was May 12, 2014.  Of the three employees listed as new to the address project -- all three over previously worked on the project before but, as directed by NTIA, are being reported as "New to the Project" because those employees did not work on the project during Q1 2014.
Note 2):  Staffing table in 10B was completed pursuant to instructions for Question 10B from Quarterly PPR Instructions, i.e. employees who worked less than 2 hours (which rounds to an FTE of O) were listed as an FTE of 1 percent based upon guidance from Utah's NTIA Program Officer.  
11. Subcontracts
11.a Subcontracts Table:    
A.  There are several changes to this table since the Q1 2014 Quarterly PPR was filed.  These changes originated from the budget amendment filed and approved on July 2, 2014, as mentioned above.   
The changes to the contract table in Q2 as well as brief comments on the status of the contract are as summarized in the table below:
	Contract Name
	2014 Q1 PPR Contract Amount
	2014 Q2 PPR Contract Amount
	Comments

	International Research Center
	$520,000
	$493,854
	Contract work completed.

	Utah Interactive
	$71,000
	$58,024
	Work on website/website close-out may extend into January 2015.

	FME Safe Software
	$120,000
	$101,300
	Services may extend into January 2015.

	TBD for Broadband Data Sets
	$10,000
	$0
	It has been determined no datasets will be purchased during the remainder of the project.

	Various – Contracts with Counties for Addressing Project
	$493,000
	$425,000
	Contract work completed.

	Utah State University – Determinants of Broadband Demand Study
	$116,088
	$116.088
	Contract work will be completed in Q3 2014.

	Interagency Agreements w/ 5 Associations of Governments
	$100,000
	$100,000
	Contract work completed.

	Interagency Agreement with Wasatch Front Regional Council
	$34,000
	$34,000
	Contract work completed.

	Interagency Agreement with Bear River Association of Governments 
	$60,000
	$60,000
	Contract extended through Q3 for completion of compiled report of all association of governments.

	TBD Contract for a broadband public access survey
	0
	0
	Work completed in house.  Was deleted from PPR chart.

	Contracts associated with State Broadband Summit
	$26,000
	$10,904
	Contract work completed.

	Isotrope, LLC for Wireless Drive Test
	$70,000
	$54,500
	Drive Test completed.  Follow-up report due in Q3 2014.

	TBD Contract for Capacity Building associated with completion of annual plan and other goals.
	$0
	$20,880
	TBD

	Total
	$1,620,088
	$1,474,550
	Majority of funds transferred to labor category for completion of projects in-house



This table will be updated periodically based upon input from the Program Manager and review of the current contracts as the Broadband project winds down.
11b. Describe any challenges encountered with vendors or subrecipients.  
No challenges identified this quarter by either GOED or AGRC. 
12. Budget Worksheet
A.  The budget worksheet has been modified to reflect the NTIA budget amendment filed and approved on July 2, 2014.  Please see the attachment labeled:
“2014 Q2 Final UT SBI Budget Comparison Document July 2 2014.xlsx” for a summary of the changes.  
B.  Note:  Commission staff updated and filed the last 2013 ARRA 1512 Report for Q4 2013 as required.  This report is no longer required pursuant to the enactment of the Federal Government’s Fiscal Year 2014 Omnibus Spending bill.  Section 627 of the Omnibus repeals the reporting as of February 1, 2014.  
C.  Award Approved Matching Fund amount of $1,299,007 was achieved at the end of Q1 2014.  At the direction of the Program Manager, the exact match amount was reported. 
D.  The project team received and executed NTIA’s June 6, 2014, Award Amendment #12 which extended the award period from December 31, 2014, to January 31, 2015.
E.  Similar to the information reported in previous Quarterly PPRs, some identified variations/ discrepancies between spreadsheets may be attributed to rounding errors.   Attempts have been made to ensure these numbers match – any identified variations of a dollar or two can be attributed to rounding discrepancies.


Attachment A – Detailed Budget Amendment Narrative
Filed on July 2, 2014


Grant ID: 49-50-M09054
Recipient Name: Utah Public Service Commission 
Federal Funding:  $5,196,025
Match Funding:  $1,299,007
Total Funding:  $6,495,032

DETAILED BUDGET AMENDMENT NARRATIVE

The Utah Broadband Project’s (UBP) budget for work led by the Governor’s Office of Economic Development (GOED) included a defined budget for capacity building/planning and data collection/mapping (DC/Mapping) activities. As the UBP plans grant activities for the remaining time of the NTIA award (Award), the team plans to complete additional tasks requiring both a shift of funding allocated in GOED’s capacity building and DC/Mapping budgets to the Automated Geographic Reference Center (AGRC) DC/Mapping and Address File Project budgets. The reallocated funds will be used for DC/mapping activities and address file project activities in support of GOED’s capacity building/planning efforts. Moving these funds, and allocating the “best practices” funding to AGRC’s salaries in the DC/Mapping project budget will allow the AGRC mapping team to further refine the data that will be critical to GOED’s planning efforts. AGRC will continue with its planned data collection, validation, verification, and stakeholder outreach activities. The transfer of funds from GOED to AGRC will enhance, not diminish, GOED’s activities throughout the remainder of the project. Projects that AGRC proposes to allocate additional resources to, for the remainder of the grant period, are summarized below.   

The transfer of funds described below will support the following data collection/mapping and address file project activities:

Economic Development Map (Data Collection/Mapping)
The UBP proposes to develop an interactive mapping tool to collect and highlight Utah’s last mile and middle mile fiber broadband capabilities. In order to maximize the incentive for providers to voluntarily participate, this fiber map data will be presented in the context of other important map layers that relate to economic development. Specifically, the interactive map to be developed will allow fiber broadband to be viewed together with Utah’s population density and median household income; property and sales tax rates; major roads, rail, and airport facilities; natural gas, telecom, and electric utilities; and, proximity to quality of life attractions such as  higher education, national and state parks, ski areas, etc. Upon completion, which is estimated to be 2014 Q3, the tool will enable State, local, and private sector entities to more effectively work together to collaboratively expand the existing networks and to showcase the fiber backbone of Utah and its geographic relationship to other business site selection criteria.  In addition, it will enable GOED to efficiently respond to requests for information from prospective expanding or relocating companies.  The creation of a broadband-focused economic development mapping tool is addressed in the UBP’s Utah Broadband Plan.  The need for this tool was identified in the feedback received from economic developers, broadband providers, the Utah Broadband Advisory Council, and other broadband stakeholders.  

Community Anchors Institutions (Data Collection/Mapping)
The State of Utah maintains a network of broadband public and government access points as part of its statewide area network (WAN).  A comprehensive map of these access points and their capabilities does not currently exist.  The UBP will work together with the State’s consolidated IT department, the Department of Technology Services (DTS), to create a living interactive map of WAN access points, the data from which will be included in the October 1, 2014, SBI data submission. This effort will refine the representation and speed data for existing state and local government community anchor institutions and will support the State’s planning process.  This effort will also assist in the identification of facilities where additional resources may be needed.  DTS staff is expected to maintain the map representation of its network after the grant period concludes. 

Data Verification (Data Collection/Mapping)
The transition from state-based (SBI) to federal-based (FCC form 477) broadband data collection presents a unique and critical phase of the project and its legacy. The changes to the broadband availability data requirements are likely to impact federal funding formulas (e.g., Connect America Fund), state and local policy decisions, and investments by providers who use the current map to make broadband deployment decisions. The project team proposes to transform the current SBI-format broadband data submission (April 1, 2014) into its expression in the FCC form 477 structure. The importance of the state’s role in verifying that broadband data is accurately represented is presented in the Utah Broadband Plan and a discussion among the stakeholders of the ramification of the data content changes will be vital to implementing these activities. This analysis will include map and tabular depictions of the differences between the data sets, when applied to Utah’s real world data.  Additionally, by illustrating and communicating the differences, this effort is intended to alleviate confusion associated with the overlapping SBI and FCC data submissions, and to maximize provider participation in the final NTIA SBI data collection period.

Additionally, in preparation for the October 1, 2014 Data Submission, the UBP will  work with the Utah 911 Committee to build verification resources for landline and mobile broadband services that will allow for comparisons between provider coverage data and known addresses and tower locations. These activities will be undertaken prior to the Fall SBI submission and will be summarized in an addendum to the Utah Broadband Plan targeted for release in the final quarter of 2014. If approved, the addendum will be published on the project website as supplementary materials to the Utah Broadband Plan.

Current fixed wireless technologies are difficult to verify with precision, and rely almost exclusively on the availability of line-of-sight for their point-to-point delivery of broadband service. This technology is often an excellent low cost broadband delivery solution but the presence of buildings and vegetation is generally not calculated into the models run to generate its service areas. UBP proposes to produce an addendum to the Utah Broadband Plan in Q4 2014 that informs the policy discussion on the strengths and weaknesses of fixed wireless broadband technologies and provide map graphics illustrating the significant differences that vegetation and buildings, when accurately modeled using 3D Lidar point clouds where available, can introduce to the generalized, reported service areas. If approved, the addendum will be published on the project website as supplementary materials to the Utah Broadband Plan in Q4 2014.

Address Point Project (Address File Project)
In June 2013, the UBP and AGRC released version 1.0 of a statewide address point dataset for Utah, which was shortly followed by the beta release of a multi-user address point editing application. The address dataset was built in partnership with local county governments, which have varying levels of GIS and mapping expertise. AGRC proposes to provide additional technical assistance to several counties that have gathered and contributed partial submissions to the statewide address database. In addition, if approved, AGRC will work with all counties to complete and publish an update to the statewide address data set by the end of Q4 2014. If approved, AGRC will continue to work with county address authorities to refine best practices for keeping the statewide address dataset current, including use of the multi-user address point editing application.   

Reallocation Requires a Budget Modification
There is no change to the total award amount.  However, funds are being transferred between projects and budget categories.  The following information is the budget change narrative associated with the final year of the UBP.  The three sections below provide Information for the three projects within the Utah State Broadband Initiative Award:  Data Collection/Mapping, Address File, and Capacity Building.  

The UBP met its award match in Q1 2014.  Proposed changes to matching funds in this request are only made to have the matching funds budget amounts reflect what was reported in the Q1 2014 NTIA quarterly performance progress report (PPR).

Data Collection/Mapping (DC/Mapping):
· Personnel:  Mapping Personnel expenses are increased within the Utah Broadband Project (UBP) to reflect a greater role taken on by the AGRC DC/mapping team in provider engagement, data collection activities, additional verification activities in supporting planning, and other capacity building activities through map creation and analysis as described above. Examples include preparation of maps for the regional broadband plans, the map of the month series, mobile drive test data analysis, analyzing and publicizing data related to economic development, enhanced mapping of high capacity fiber services and an enhanced analysis related to fixed wireless and DSL data for the final submission period.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal funds increased by $262,712 from $1,761,232 to $2,023,944.
· $14,008 was moved from DC/Mapping Fringe Benefits to DC/Mapping Personnel
· $12,109 was moved from DC/Mapping Travel to DC/Mapping Personnel 
· $83,322 was moved from DC/Mapping Subcontracts to DC/Mapping Personnel 
· $61,667 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Personnel 
· $91,606 was moved from Capacity Building Personnel to DC/Mapping Personnel 
· The Matching funds increased by $4,982 from $54,400 to $59,382.
· $151 was moved from DC/Mapping Fringe Benefits to DC/Mapping Personnel
· $2,688 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Personnel
· $568 was moved from DC/Capacity Building Personnel to DC/Mapping Personnel
· $1,575 was moved from Capacity Building Fringe to DC/Mapping Personnel

· Fringe:  Fringe benefit expenses in this category were associated with activities performed by GOED staff. With the remainder of the GOED portion of the DC/Mapping budget transferred to AGRC to complete broadband mapping activities, fringe benefits are not necessary as all work is performed by AGRC at the office’s legislatively approved hourly rate that includes benefits and other overhead expenses.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal funds decrease by $14,008 from $40,400 to $26,392.
· $14,008 was moved from DC/Mapping Fringe Benefits to DC/Mapping Personnel
· The Matching funds decreased by $151 from $25,600 to $25,449.
· $151 was moved from DC/Mapping Fringe Benefits to DC/Mapping Personnel

· Travel:  Travel expenses are decreased to reflect a reduction in the total amount of travel anticipated in support of the data collection and mapping efforts. The baseline for travel was originally set by UBP without a full understanding of the demand for grantee meetings, travel to meet with providers, and key training needs. In addition, web-based teleconferencing and information exchanges have lessened the requirement to travel.
· The Federal funds decrease by $12,109 from $47,320 to $35,211
· $12,109 was moved from DC/Mapping Travel to DC/Mapping Personnel
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Equipment:  N/A

· Materials/Supplies:  The materials budget is slightly adjusted to account for some very small office supplies/expenses, originally not included in the DC/Mapping budget
· The Federal funds increase by $200 from $0 to $200
· $200 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Materials. 
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Contractual (Subcontracts):   Subcontracts are decreased to reflect a continued strategy on the part of UBP to keep data collection and mapping analysis under one roof at AGRC, the State’s map technology office. As originally proposed in 2009 UBP was to rely on an external contractor for provider engagement and first touch GIS data validation work. This approach was phased out as GOED and AGRC came up to speed on requirements and provider relationships. UBP also has not seen a need for additional database subscription contracts as it is felt that the provider submitted data and other secondary sources are of greater quality than what is available commercially. Additionally, UBP has reduced the amount of project-specific software licenses for which it pays software maintenance fees. 
· The Federal funds decrease by $83,322 from $791,000 to $707,678
· $83,322 was moved from DC/Mapping Subcontracts to DC/Mapping Personnel
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Construction: N/A

· Other:  Funding in this category initially generally represented ‘best practices’ that were to be determined. All of the best practices that UBP is pursuing are Mapping activities and include enhancements to verification of provider submitted data, data quality analysis and publication, and improvements/inclusions to the State interactive map. Funds remaining in this category include allowing for prospective auditing costs and registration expenses for broadband-related meetings/events.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal funds decrease by $61,867 from $112,000 to $50,133
· $61,667 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Personnel
· $200 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Materials
· The Matching funds decreased by $2,688 from $1,172,392 to $1,169,704.
· $2,688 was moved from DC/Mapping Other to DC/Mapping Personnel

· Indirect Costs:  N/A

· Total Project Costs:  Overall, funding is being shifted from Capacity Building to Data Collection/Mapping to reflect greater responsibilities assumed by the DC/Mapping team led by AGRC staff and mapping activities undertaken by AGRC that support UBP’s planning objectives and to create regional specific broadband map resources and to map high capacity fiber capacity and infrastructure in conjunction with facets of the other economic development landscape.
· The Federal Funds Awarded Budget for the Data Collection/Mapping Project increased by $91,606 from $2,751,952 to $2,843,558.
· $91,606 was moved to Data Collection/Mapping Project from the Capacity Building Project
· The Matching Funds Budget for the Data Collection/Mapping in increased by $2,143 from $1,252,392 to $1,254,535.
· $2,143 was moved to Data Collection/Mapping Project from the Capacity Building Project
Address File Project: 
· Personnel:  Funds are increased to allow for an additional facilitated round of county address data collection, quality assessment and feedback, and technical assistance to counties associated with the Address File Project. In addition, AGRC will focus on assisting four rural counties with partial address inventories, to complete their address files.
· The Federal funds increase by $166,518 from $463,696 to $630,214
· $16,660 was moved from Capacity Building Personnel to Address File Personnel 
· $6,390 was moved from Capacity Building Fringe to Address File Personnel
· $29,120 was moved from Capacity Building Travel to Address File Personnel 
· $36,487 was moved from Capacity Building Materials to Address File Personnel 
· $6,524 was moved from Capacity Building Other to Address File Personnel 
· $68,000 was moved from Address File Subcontracts to Address File Personnel 
· $3,337 was moved from Address File Other to Address File Personnel 
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.
 
· Fringe:  Fringe benefits are not necessary as all work is performed at AGRC’s legislatively approved hourly rate that includes staff fringe benefits.
· No funds were moved to this category so the amount remains $0.
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged at $0.
 
· Travel:  In state travel is increased to cover costs of addressing trips to each county to further discuss address standards, address quality, and address data re-submission preparations.
· The Federal funds increased by $5,739 from $23,504 to $29,243 
· $5,739 was moved from Capacity Building Travel to Address File Travel 
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Materials/Supplies:  This budget object item is increased to account for minor miscellaneous materials and supplies associated with the address project effort.
· The Federal funds increase from $0 to $1,158.
· $1,158 was moved from Capacity Building Materials/Supplies to Address File Materials/Supplies 
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Contractual (Subcontracts): Four of twenty-nine Utah counties opted not to sign subcontracts (each in the amount of $17,000) but are actively participating in the Address File database project with assistance from AGRC. This funding is transferred to Addressing Personnel to provide technical assistance in developing data and data processing for the address point data sets in these counties.
· The Federal funds decrease by $68,000 from $493,000 to $425,000
· $68,000 was moved from Address File Contractual to Address File Personnel 
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Other:  More funding was budgeted than necessary in this object class. The extra funding is moved to support technical assistance and address collection activities directly.
· The Federal funds decrease by $3,337 from $8,750 to $5,413.
· $3,337 was moved from Address File Other to Address File Personnel.
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.
 
· Total Project Costs:  Overall, funding has shifted from Capacity Building to Address File activities to facilitate an additional round of address data collection, validation, and verification. The statewide address database has proven of great value for analyzing unserved and underserved areas and for understanding growth patterns and their broadband service ramifications within the state. The address database is also valued for emergency response, voter precinct assignment, and other service delivery functions within state and local government.
· The Federal Funds Awarded Budget for the Address File Project increase by $102,078,  from $988,950 to $1,091,028
· $102,078 was moved from the Capacity Building Project to the Address File Project 
· The Matching funds for the Address File project remain unchanged.

Capacity Building Project:
· Personnel:  Funding decreases based on increased mapping demand as requested from the Regional Broadband Teams and strategic direction recommendations made in UBP’s state broadband implementation plan. Remaining Capacity Building grant resources have been evaluated and a transfer of funds from Capacity Building to Data Collection (Mapping) and Address File best supports the Capacity Building’s regional and statewide efforts and best informs and implements the State’s broadband plan.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal funds decrease by $108,266 from $628,560 to $520,294
· $91,606 was moved from Capacity Building Personnel to DC/Mapping Personnel 
· $16,660 was moved from Capacity Building Personnel to Address File Personnel
· The Matching funds decrease by $568 from $31,698 to $31,130.
· $568 was moved from Capacity Building Personnel to DC/Mapping Personnel

· Fringe: Fringe benefits decreased as Capacity Building personnel costs decreased with the shift of work to AGRC for the reasons detailed above.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal funds were decreased by $6,390 from $270,000 to $263,610
· $6,390 was moved from Capacity Building Fringe Benefits to Address File Personnel  
· The Matching funds decrease by $1,575 from $14,917 to $13,342.
· $1,575 was moved from Capacity Building Fringe to DC/Mapping Personnel

· Travel:  Travel expenses are decreased to reflect a reduction in the total amount of travel anticipated in support of the Capacity Building efforts. The baseline for travel was originally set without a full understanding of the demands for grantee meetings, travel to meet with providers, and required training. In addition, web-based teleconferencing and information exchanges have lessened the requirement to travel. 
· The Federal funds decrease by $34,859 from $87,080 to $52,221
· $29,120 was moved from Capacity Building Travel to Address File Personnel
· $5,739 was moved from Capacity Building Travel to Address File Travel
·  The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Materials/Supplies:  Materials funding decreases based on a lower estimated amount of funding needed by the end of the project. Cost saving measures including making materials available online, utilizing new technologies, and using purchased supplies more efficiently have caused the estimated needed funding for Materials to decrease over the course of the project.  
· The Federal funds decreased by $37,645 from $78,625 to $40,980
· $36,487 was moved from Capacity Building Materials/Supplies to Address File Personnel
· $1,158 was moved from Capacity Building Materials/Supplies to Address File Materials/Supplies
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

·  Contractual (Subcontracts): Contractual funding is increased in response to a small increase in coordination effort contracted to a Regional Broadband team (Wasatch Front Regional Council) to perform coordination among all the regional teams.
· The Federal funds increase by $5,784 from $336,088 to $341,872
· $5,784 was moved to Capacity Building Subcontracts from Capacity Building Other.
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

·  Other:  Similar to other Capacity Building object classes, this category is changed to represent a shift in requirements resulting from shifting responsibilities and priorities identified in the state broadband plan.
· The Federal funds decrease by $12,308 from $54,770 to $42,462
· $5,784 was moved from Capacity Building Other to Capacity Building Subcontracts
· $6,524 was moved from Capacity Building Other to Address File Personnel
· The Matching funds in this budget category remain unchanged.

· Total Project Costs:  Overall, funding has shifted from Capacity Building to Data Collection (Mapping) and Address File projects.  This reflects greater responsibilities assumed by the Mapping team led by AGRC staff and mapping activities undertaken by AGRC that support UBP’s planning objectives and the mapping of high capacity fiber capacity and infrastructure. Enhanced Address File funding will facilitate an additional round of address data collection, validation, and verification. The statewide address database has proven of great value for analyzing unserved and underserved areas and for understanding growth patterns and their broadband service ramifications within the state. The address database is also valued for emergency response, voter precinct assignment, and other service delivery functions within state and local government.  The change in matching funds was made to have budget numbers match those reported in the Q1 PPR when the UBP met its award match.
· The Federal Funds Awarded Budget for the Capacity Building Project decreases by $193,684 from $1,455,123 to $1,261,439.
· $91,606 was moved from the Capacity Building Project to the Data Collection/Mapping project
· $102,078 was moved from the Capacity Building to the Address File project.
· The Matching Funds Budget for the Capacity Building Project decreases by $2,143 from $46,615 to $44,472.
· $2,143 was moved from the Capacity Building Project to the Data Collection/Mapping Project

