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	On August 8, 2006 the Office of Safety issued a memorandum providing guidance on initiating the 10 percent flexibility provisions allowed within the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) under section 148(e) of title 23, United States Code (U.S.C.).   At that time, we indicated that further guidance on the implementation of this flexibility provision would be developed.  This guidance expands on the previous memorandum and provides details on the process that should be followed for flexible funds eligibility, implementation and project eligibility, financing, reporting, and subsequent fiscal year approvals.  
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