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Location: 
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DISCUSSION 

Transportation Fund Administration 

14. Ten-Year Delivery Plan- 2014 Update 

GPC1402aa-az 

That the committee recommend the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority, approve the 2014 Update to the Measure I 2010-2040 Ten-Year 
Delivery Plan. Andrea Zureick 

This Agenda Item now includes an attachment of the Ten-Year Delivery Plan. 
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