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y A== 2015 TAP Program/Project Information Summary

The information in the charts below is based on the 119 TAP Nominations received

Number of TAP Projects by Total Cost (All Sources)
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Number of TAP Projects by Eligible Activity
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TAP Funding Breakdown

= Federal Funding

Requested -

$127,687,414 18%
= State EDCP -

$6,171,810

Local Cash Match -
$30,237,599
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2015 TAP Program/Project Information Summary

The information in the charts below is based on the 119 TAP Nominations received

Number of TAP Projects based on Federal Funds Requested
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Number of TAP Projects by Eligible Activity and Cost
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Number of TAP Projects by Sponsor Type
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Construction Readiness - Plan Development
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