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3. Program Managers Report

2020 Crossing Guard Training
» August 41" Zoom Webinar, 9-11 am



http://srts.azmag.gov/

3. Program Managers Report

FY 2021 Framework for Predictive Safety
» ADOT will be adopting a nationally recognized
predictive safety analysis in the coming years

» MAG project to be launched in FY2021

= To assess data gaps, data needs, and a suitable
framework for adopting the predictive safety analysis
method

= Applicability assessment of the predictive method for
network screening and safety evaluation

= Will be complemented with ongoing MAG work on building
safety prediction models



3. Program Managers Report

Welcome!

Chris Gottsacker, Transportation Engineer |l
» Transportation Safety Program

Patrick Stone, Transportation Improvement
Program Supervisor

» Transportation Economic and Finance Group
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About the RSP

$2M $10M 7  $2.4M O HISTORY

September 26, 2019

©® ABOUT THE RSP

October 2019

January 2020




RSP FY 2020 Projects

@ FY 2020 Projects @ FY 2020 Project Timeline

Apache Junction $50,364
T TIP Listing

Right-turn channelization
Construction
Jan'20 March  May June Jul Jan'21  June Jul

Apache Junction $229,159

Systemic signal improvements

Gilbert $236,873

Positive offset median modifications

Glendale $518,101

Signalize intersection

Glendale $870,179

JAA Executed

Northern parkway median barrier Final
Scottsdale $185,114 Expenditure
Install pedestrian hybrid beacon Deadline

Surprise $344,001

Flashing yellow arrow and positive offset

Joint Agency Agreement (JAA)



RSP Status and Financials
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FY 2021 RSP Project Timeline

NTP
Construction
Executed JAA Final
Expenditure
@ @ Latest June 30

07

TIP Approval NTP Final Project
January 29 Design  Design/PS&E Acceptance

Jan Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Jun Jul

2020 2021 2022



2020 Roadway Safety Program

Financials Briefing Programming RSP Projects

John Bullen July 30, 2020: RSP Application

, , available on webpage
MAG Transportation Economic &

Finance Program Manager FY 2022 funding requests
$1.892 million available

Applications due 10:00 am,
Thursday, October 1, 2020

W 602 254 6300

i % rsp@azmag.gov
RAhpay (® www.azmag.gov/rsp 10




Requested Action

Recommend approval of the 2020
Roadway Safety Program Annual
Report

11



4. Safety and the Next Regional
Transportation Plan (Momentum)




Audra Koest

Transportatlo ' G
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Update on the Develop 118
of a New Regional ’ -: | |
Transportation Plan\g‘ I =

Transportation Safety Committee
July 28, 2020
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Public Engagement
Messaging and branding
Website

Needs Catalogue

» Deferred Prop 400, Unfunded Projects
« RTP Call for Projects

» Studied Needs

Performance-Based Framework
Development

« Vision, Goals, Regionally Significant
Definitions

Engagement Consultant
Coordination - Ongoing

#Tasks
= Deliverables
*Schedule

= Roles and Responsibilities

* Project Management
Protocals

+ Communications
Protocols

»Team Organization Chart

= Schedule

= Oingoing Project
Management Meetings
and Notes

» identify Peer Reglons. = Develop Scenarios Jointly with MAG's Transportation, Air
= Review Regional Transportation Quality, Land Use, and Socio-economic Technical Staff
} Planning Best Practices =Create Baseline Scenario from Existing Data, Adopted Plans, and
= Analyze Trends in Federally-Required | Major Capital Projects
Long-Range Transportation Plans = Develop up to Four (4) Scenarios for Mid- and Long-term
= ldentify Successes and Obstacles Planning Horizens

Framework Matrix Development

__} * ldentify Key Topics and Questions
for Initial Peer Review

Initial Peer Review

| »Identify Key Variables for Consideration in Scenario Planning
#Define Parameters of Potential Scenarios
| » Workshops will Establish Goals, Objectives, and Targets (e.g., VMT per capita, greenhouse gas emissions, _::_ Lravil time

—

Member Agency Call for Projects

= Online Portal

» Member Agencies Submit Projects for
Consideration (open ended)

| Performance Target Review
L } +Review Existing Performance Targets
#Establish New Performance Targets, as needed

Needs Catalogue
= =Use Available Data to Establish Region-Wide Needs
along Roadway and Transit Corridars

l Project Cost Validation

*Provide Planning-level Cost Estimate
Review for Extracted Projects and
Plans

Establish Evaluation Criteria
=Identify Relationship between Allocated Funding and Existing Deficiencies
« Establish Framework for Mode-Neutral Investment Categories

-

Evaluate Revenue Projections
*Use ADOT Risk Assessment Process
[RAP) Panel's Annual Fiscal Qutputs

Region Refinement
Selection & Interviews

*Peer Agency Out:ead] for Baseline Sales Tax Revenue . EUBl.UaﬂOI'I Framework Categories co
= Focus on KPls, Scenarios Projections Environmental, In!rastrul:tufe,.and E.-
Developed, etc. « Anshyes Federal Reverue Forecasts * Include Key KPIs such as Transit Equit

2 : 7 = fi
* Review/Refine Baseline Projections ST orfaonom-c Bevelopm

= Establish Alternative Revenue
Farecasts

£

rio Development

ST T
= Prepare a Scenario Planning Framework




Public Engagement
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o
MOMENTUM We Are Listening ~ Why It Matters What's Happening JOIN THE CONVERSATION

The Valley’s rapid growth is stressing
our transportation infrastructure.

Maricopa County is the nation’s
fastest growing county for the third
year in a row: between now and 2050,
the region’s population is expected to
grow by more than two million.

We Are Listening

I

Together we've built a great transportation system, but to keep Learn more about:
the Valley moving forward, we have more work to do. We asked Flexibility

more than 10,000 Valley residents what was most important -

about this community and moving around the region. Productivity

We heard that getting from here to there isn’t always easy. Safety

The ability to travel safely and efficiently means spending more Sustainability




RTP Call for Projects
Update: Summary of
Submissions




* Freeway Life Cycle Program
* Transit Life Cycle Program
e Arterial Life Cycle Program

« Seniors and Persons with Disabilities

Transportation (Enhanced Mobility, §5310)

Active Transportation
 Infrastructure
« Design Assistance

Safety
« Safe Routes to Schools
» Regional Roadway Safety Assessments
» Roadway Safety Program (RSP)

Systems Management & Operations

Air Quality
» Regional Ride Share
* Trip Reduction Program
» Streetsweepers
» Paving of Unpaved Roads

Don’t Trash Arizona, litter and landscape
Pinal County Arterial and Bridge Program



* Closed April 17, 2020 12%

(extended due to COVID-19) Program
Set Aside
* Nearly 1,300 individual 17%
project and program Active
submissions received MATSRORENOn 70

Roadway
and
Intersection




1.

© NO O RN

Freeway, Highway and
Parkway

Arterial Roadway
Arterial Intersection
Roadway Other
Pavement Preservation
Commuter Rail

High Capacity Transit
Regional Bus Service

9.

10.
11.
12.

13.

14.
15.

Other Transit
Active Transportation
Safety*

Intelligent Transportation
Systems*®

Transportation Demand
Management

Planning, Support
Other Infrastructure



 Air quality programs
» Streetsweepers
« Paving of unpaved roads™
* Rideshare

* Freeway management
system (FMS), large-scale
technology




Updated Sketch Estimates




Sketch Estimate Updates - Methodology

= The information was intended to provide order-of-magnitude context.

= Updated the sketch estimates from Fall 2019 based on a high-level analysis of the RTP Call
for Projects submissions.

= Intended to demonstrate relative amounts for project categories, not actual submission
data.

= Approximately half of submissions did not include cost estimates.
= |Inconsistency across submission estimates.

= Extrapolation of submission concepts.

) =
Sy =

RTP Development

© 2020, All Rights Reserved.




Updated Summary: Sketch System Costs, Revenues

Sketch Costs (2026-2050)
Freeway Capital $17.00 b - $20.00 b
$3.34 b

$0.68 b - $2.75 b
$1.00 b - $2.00 b
$4.00 b - $8.00 b
$7.00 b

$13.45b - $17.86 b

$10.00 b - $16.00 b

Commuter Rail
Active Transportation
SM&Q, Technology
Arterial O&M
Freeway O&M

Bus Transit*

High Capacity Transit

Arterials $6.00 b - $12.00 b
Safety $0.50 b - $1.75 b
$62.97 b - $90.70 b

Total

Sketch Revenue Estimates (2026-2050)

Sales tax (half-cent) $14.94 b
ADQOT funds $8.89 b
MAG federal funds $3.17 b
Transit funds* $2.06 b
Total $29.06 b

$2.00 b -$6.50 b
$31.06 b - $35.56 b

*Transit federal discretionary funds

Total with discretionary

AAAAAAAAAAAAA
EEEEEEEEEEE

© 2020, All Rights Reserved.



RTP Vision & Goals




Vision

The transportation system plays a critical role in ensuring a
high quality of life for residents of the MAG region. The
purpose of the Regional Transportation Plan is to establish
a sustainable, resilient, multimodal transportation
iInvestment program that connects people with opportunities
to prosper and thrive. We will deliver a world-class
transportation system that reflects the following mission-
critical goals:



77—\
MOMENTUM

&y

Goals

» Safety — provide for the safety and security of pedestrians,
bicyclists, riders and drivers.

* Prosperity — support economic competitiveness and growth through
strategic transportation investments.

* Responsiveness — expand travel choices that accommodate future
growtht_and are flexible in adapting to changing needs and
Innovations.

 Livability — invest in a transportation system that supports health
and well-being, and sustains the environment.

* Preservation — maintain our region’s transportation infrastructure to
protect existing investments for the future.

* Mobility — ensure ease of movement for people and goods
throughout the region, providing equitable and appropriate access to
essential services and destinations.



Alignment of MAG Draft Goals to FHWA
Planning Factors

T ety |y ey s | Wiy

1. Support Economic Vitality

2. Increase Safety

3. Increase Security
4. Increase Accessibility
5. Protect & Enhance Environment

6. Enhance Integration and
Connectivity

7. Promote System Efficiency
8. Emphasize System Preservation
9. Resiliency and Reliability

10, Enhance Travel & Tourism
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Regional Significance
Definitions




* FHWA definition
« At a minimum, principal arterial highways and fixed guideway transit

Federal i Projects need to demonstrate a regional benefit

Guidance

* |dentify regional system
* Define Rough Order of Magnitude (ROM) cost threshold

Other  Proportionality test

RTPs

» 1,300 submissions with a wide range of project/program ideas
* Informed by agencies responses to project justification narrative

S« Regional significance informed by submissions

Projects

* Prop 300 (Freeways/Highways)
» Prop 400 (Freeways/Highways + Arterials + Transit)

Historical
Precedent

’-
V4 ..\

* Do projects funded under Prop 300 & 400 meet the definition? Yes!

|
|
|
|
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Regional Significance Definition

A regionally significant project is one that substantially contributes to
the regional transportation system, benefitting the movement of people
and goods across jurisdictions and connecting communities, activity
centers, and destinations. The benefits of a regionally significant project
should be as high for users outside the jurisdiction for which it is located
as it is for those that reside within that jurisdiction. Projects are often
high capacity (e.g., freeway, highway, rail, BRT) or contribute to a
system network (e.g., regional bus network, grid arterial network,
bridge/connect a gap).

A regionally significant program is one that is consistent with the
regions values/vision and achieves unique or distinct priorities shared
across the region. M
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What’s the Process?




March — August August — September

October — November

November — December

December — February

February — June

Full Need Step 1:

e FullNeeds . ¢ )
Regional

O Catalog g Project

‘. ® ‘ Screening
YeS Project |

» System Needs

* Regionally Studied
Investments

» Deferred Projects

» Call for Projects

Possible regionally
significant program?

Yes

NO >

Step 2:

Project-level
Evaluation

Guided by RTP
goals/outcomes,
apply performance
Measures
Conduct project
prioritization
Project scoring

Top scoring s

Lower scoring

Step 3:

Project/Program
Review and
Validation

Fine-tune thresholds
Review for
discretionary project
advancement
Balance project types
and composition

Local/Other
Funded

Step 4:

Scenario
Planning

Create scenarios
Package A
Package B
Package C
Package D
Assess packages
against different
policy, funding,
what-if scenarios

Project &

Program
Portfolio

+ Fiscally
constrained plan

* Programmatic
set-asides

+ Fiscally
unconstrained
vision



* Launch Website

« Compile Needs Catalogue

* Performance-Based Evaluation Framework
 Facilitate Revenue Projections
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Questions?

Audra Koeste :
Transportationg g Program Mana



MAG 2019 STSP

July 28, 2020 Transportation Safety Committee Meeting

Safety in the Regional Transportation Plan



FHWA ZERO DEATHS VISION

Safe System Approach

adapt to human behavior

recognizes humans make mistakes
transportation system reduces number and severity  consequences
from these mistakes
understanding Interaction among
users roadways roadsides vehicles speed incident
management
mutual understanding agencies and the public
All parties build and use should ensure

designs enforce obey embrace a safety culture


https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/zerodeaths/

Most
effective

Eliminate exposure
to the crash before
it can occur

Replace with strategy that

lowers injury severity in the
event of a crash

L]
1..‘..".'..."'....i.lii.'t..liiﬁiii.itt#..

Make changes to how we design
and operate the road system,
vehicles, and programs

Change the way people use the system
through for example: education,
Controls legislation, and policies.

Administrative

Personal protective equipment, e.g. protective
gear and helmets for motorcyclists

Hierarchy of Controls for Traffic Safety, adopted from Hierarchy of Controls (Nationalinstitute of Occupational Safety
and Health, 2017), transportation system examples added to graphic

Least
effective

40



MAG 2019 STSP

What Does the Safe System Approach Include?

 Safe Road Users — STSP Strategies

« Safe Vehicles - IIHS & Manufacturer HUGE STRIDES
« Safe Speeds — STSP Strategies

« Safe Roads - STSP Strategies: Eliminate exposure

« Post-Crash Care — STSP Strategies

None of these are sufficient on its own



MAG 2019 STSP

Safe System Examples

Eliminate Exposure:

 Prohibit left turns
 Protected only left turn phasing



MAG 2019 STSP

Safe System Examples
Speed:

« Screen for high risk locations for potential system improvements to support speed
management policy and guidelines that emphasize lower operating speeds.
« Key factors to consider when setting operating speeds include high densities of:
* Older adults
* Transit users
* Youth
* People who walk or ride bicycles—particularly those who are most reliant on

active transportation and transit due to income or disability
* Land use



MAG 2019 STSP

Vision, Goal, Action
Areas & Strategies

Sources:

Arizona Accident Location Information
and Surveillance System (ALISS)

FHWA Crash Modification Clearinghouse
FHWA Zero Deaths

American Association of State Highway
Transportation Officials (AASHTO),
Highway Safety Manual



MAG 2019 STSP - /=

“Everyone Get

VISION: Home Safely”
NO DEATH OR

INJURY IS PR LN,
ACCEPTABLE ~ “Everybody

Deserves to Get
Home Safely”



MAG 2019 STSP

GOAL

Establish a Regional
Culture of Safety
where EVERYONE
incorporates safety
attitudes and actions
into safe behaviors.
We must accept the
shared responsibility

and embrace this
culture of safety.

,//‘\

“Not Strong
Enough”

“...helps to
ensure their
own safety and
the safety of
others through
their actions,
attitudes, and
behaviors.”

Needs to be

More
Deliberate”
RUEEEREN
to clarify that
“everyone”
includes
transportation
professionals
and policy
makers?



The number of deaths in the MAG region have increased
non-freeway crashes in the MAG region occur at
of all are related to

crashes miscoded*; accurate and timely

*Sample from analysis conducted for 2017 MAG project: Intersection Left-turn Crash Mitigation

is key

47



m “Connection

and Strategies Get Between

Tossed Aside for ‘ Strategies and 4-
Convenience” E’s Difficult”




PEDESTRIAN DEATHS

Non-motorized
DEATHS are
Pedestrians

108 Pedestrian
» 18 Bicyclist

3%

@

Non-motorist

Non-intersection
Crashes

527 of 1,110 occur
at Non-intersection

Increase from 2009 to 2018. Pedestrian
Crashes increased 33%. MAG region
Population increased 19%.

0%

Non-motorist
Intersection
Crashes

557 of 1,110 occur
at Intersection

MAG Region Impact on State

Pedestrian Crashes  Pedestrians Injured

Pedestrian Deaths 49



> “Important slide

that shows

@~ gg:{:f |§2\;v2 32d§§ri|;ir?ct]rgghges 1,893 strategles are +7 Lane Repurposing
\%‘f were injured, 589 died. Adding more or new backed u P by data and b[ﬂﬁf‘oﬁ’t;"rﬁgg nglrje(zgug;ndgesrt?i\;i

v lighting may reduce theea crashes up to 47%.

/\‘
5.5in 10 - “Should be HAWKS

Transit Improvements

4in10

Pedesgriar}.crasrt\e or Pe d estrian . Pedestrians are involved
r\’rllvﬂ)r/] ir?stea“g’l[?oan% S . | R R F B” KW/ Sl KSI Ped dense bus stop segments l;] c;ﬁsr:(es resul'ting in
HAWKSs with these S Ig nal, KI'L79 Analyzed segments Ped KSI at midblock [l eath (K) Orselll.Jizl
existing conditions o *Greater than average numb

coded in non- \
motorized crashes

placed per 1,000 feet of a2 ‘Concerned |

segments T
’ about legibility
2.6in4 / A
O
Pedestrian crashes 60 0 ‘ 76 0
- ®  may be mitigated In roadway Pedestrian cras
w @ by installation of located coded on non-
walkways, paths pedestrian intersection
and shoulders. crashes. segments with no
medians

Engineering elements to improve the system (Environment) for better decision making (Behavior)



Head on & Sideswipe

36% of the fatalities and injuries in Lane
Departure crashes occurred with Head on and
Sideswipe collision manner in the MAG region.
FHWA Proven Countermeasures for these
types of crashes include (crash reduction %):

* Longitudinal Rumble Strips (40%)

* Median Barrier (97%)
» Safety Edge (19%)

Negotiating a Curve

6% of fatal & serious injury LD crashes driver
negotiating a curve at the time of the crash.
FHWA proven countermeasure to mitigate this
issue include (crash reduction %):

* Roadside design improvement at curve
(cable barrier, guard rail, concrete barrier;
25-94%)

* Enhanced delineation/friction for
horizontal curve (25-57%)

19% of the fatal & serious injury LD crashes

involved Overturn Rollover as the First Harmful

event.

37% of the fatalities & serious injuries in LD

crashes involved a single vehicle.

Countermeasures include (crash reduction%):

*  Shoulder widening (5-23%)

* Remove/relocate objects within recovery
area (38%)

* Flatten side slope (22-42%)

Head on &
Sideswipe

MAG
Region

Negotiating a

Curve
Lane
Overturn Departure
Rollover

FHWA Proven

Single Vehicle Countermeasures

Engineering elements to improve system (Environment) for better
decision making (Behavior)

91



Additional Lane Departure Strategies: m 2

Focus on Lane Departure Crashes: A Safe Systems Approach

strategies —
Identify and prioritize high-crash (fatal & serious injuries) and high-risk segments t. prioritize”

,hes

Improve shoulders by dispersing aggregate along the road edge to provide a more stable reco
edge of pavement. Millings or aggregate are dispersed at 1V:6H or flatter

Implement educational campaign to increase awareness against aggressive, impaired, fatigued, and distracted driving

PiNeedmore Add Hse of Do |

: Raised Pavement ‘Regular
Proactive : : :

, Markers in Unlit Repair of
Strategies;

.. ., Areas” Pavement Edge
Striping/Markings 2t Drop-offs”




MAG 2019 STSP

Strategies

Which strategies have the largest influence on reducing
the number of people impacted by crashes AND are
feasible for local agencies to implement?



MAG 2019 STSP

Strategies

Identification of Locations of Opportunity
Includes network screening, demographic and land use data
Safety as key project evaluation criterion
RSASs, including Design Stage
Use electronic crash reporting (TraCsS)



MAG 2019 STSP

Confused
Strategies by hlg,,h
value.

More Use of High Value Countermeasures
- Leading Pedestrian Interval

Roundabouts

Flashing Yellow Arrow

Enhanced crossings

Speed Management

Lane Repurposing, Traffic Calming

Lighting

Left turn prohibitions/Protected left turn phasing



MAG 2019 STSP

Strategies

More Use of High Value Countermeasures (cont.)
 Positive Offset

 Raised Median

- Signal Visibility

* Rumble strips

- Safety Edge

« Enhanced delineation/friction in horizontal curves

- Improved roadside recovery area



MAG 2019 STSP

Strategies

Communicate the Safety Message
« Conduct
regionally
 Present safety, demographic, socioeconomic, and land use
data in a way that changes behavior
- Targeted enforcement in high risk locations



Pedestrian and Bicyclist Safety Education and
Enforcement Program (PB SEE): SEE ME AZ

et

Arizona’s most common pedestrian crashes involve Arizona's most common bicyclist crashes involve
drivers and pedestrians not seeing each other, drivers and bicyclists not seeing each other.

Arizona's most common crashes involve
drivers not seeing each other.

AS YOU DRIVE
Look for everyone!

As You Travel
Be extra aware of vehicle traffic
Make sure you're seen

AS YOU RIDE

Be extra aware of vehicles
Ride in the same direction as traffic

As You Drive AS YOU DRIVE

Bicyclists, pedestrians, and other drivers

Look for everyone!
Bicyclists, pedestrians, and other drivers

Look for everyone!
Bicyclists, pedestrians, and other drivers

ADNES o azmag.gov/SeeMeAZ AN, azmag.gov/SeeMeAZ DN, azmog.gov/SeelMeAZ

GOVERNMENTS



Safe System Approach

How do the Safe System Approach
and STSP strategies relate to the
Regional Transportation Plan?



MOMENTUM

Establish Safety Cornerstone

Current RTP: Momentum:

» “Proposition 400 Era” » Framework for safety in

- Enhance safety evaluation projects reflecti_ng regional
criteria for priority projects needs (evaluation criteria)

* Implement STSP strategies * Establish Roadway Safety

aligned with the current goals Program (RSP)asa

as a springboard to Momentum Momentum tunding priority

« Safety Policies aligned
between Momentum€m»STSP
goals and vision

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Strategic Transportation Safety Plan (STSP) Roadway
Safety Program (RSP)

o))
o



2019 STSP Strategy 2019 STSP Strategy
Action Area: SAFETY RELATED DATA Action Areas: ALL

Strategy: Enhance safety evaluation Strategy. All FHWA and AASHTO
criteria for arterial and local countermeasures

intersection projects programmed in
the MAG TIP and RTP

Implementation: fotv i ALL oro
+ RTP call for projects (+/- 1,300 « Demonstrate safety in projects

submissions * Toolkit to be used to include safety
- Prop. 400 deferred elements in all RTP priority projects
 Studied projects (example: SM&O)

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Systems Management & g1
Operations (SM&O) American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO)

Implementation:
* Align with RTP call for projects



2019 STSP Strategy
Action Areas: ALL

Strategy. All FHWA and AASHTO countermeasures

Implementation:

 Use RSP backlog developed,
« 2020-2024 RSP reporting and
« Demonstrate importance of RSP as a funding priority in Momentum

62
Roadway Safety Program (RSP)



2019 STSP Strategy
Action Areas: ALL

Strategy:. Design Level RSAs; Safety Elements Toolkit

Implementation:
* Project prioritization
* Project safety score based on use of toolkit

Example: Project application that includes lighting based on use of safety
elements toolkit

 Use of technology: Based on need; demonstrated in each Action Area

63
Roadway Safety Assessments (RSAs)



Key recommendations and programs of STSP will be
incorporated into the new RTP, but specific strategies
will be addressed at the project level with TIP updates
post 2024 ("implementation phase”)

64



v'Vision

v Goal
v'Action Areas
v Strategies



» Continued coordination with « Task 7 — Safety Implications

Momentum of Emerging Technologies
+ MAG Policy Committees » Task 8_— Safety Performance
. . Reporting
» Suggested Vision, Goal, Action
Areas and Strategies e Task 9 — Draft Plan

 Task 10 — Final Plan



Contact
Information

Margaret Herrera
MAG Transportation Safety

Program Manager

(602) 254-6300
MHerrera@azmag.gov

Mike Blankenship

Greenlight Traffic Engineering

(623) 308-6523
mikeb@greenlightte.com




5. Roadway Safety Program (RSP)
Annual Report




6. Reports by Committee Members




/. Request for Future Agenda Items




8. Next Meeting

September 22, 2020
10:00 a.m.

Virtual Meeting



9. Adjourn
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