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North Carolina Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 3 Categories

R Although North Carolina improved in four categories of highway

' 1o performance between 1989 and 2008, it also worsened in three. Road
JNJMMH ﬂMWMMA conditions worsened on rural and urban interstates, but improved on rural

— —

arterials. In addition, urban congestion decreased, deficient bridges were
fixed, and the highway fatality rate was reduced. Narrow lanes on rural primaries, however,
became more numerous.

Even though North Carolina experienced generally worsened road conditions, the 2008 numbers
were not as bad as the national average percentages for roads in poor condition. In addition, urban
congestion dropped by 12.6 percentage points, which was significantly better than the national
average of 4 percentage points.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccocvvviiiiiiiiiieeiiecee e 38
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) .............cc...... 1
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........coouieiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeceeeeee e 41
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...couviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceeeceecee e 18
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocoeeveiiiiiiiniiiiiiiecececeee et 46
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiieteneentee ettt 36
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........iiiiieiiieeiieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeesseeesnseesnseesnseesnseesseeessseenns 14
DS o o) A 23 6 T Fed USRS 16
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiiieiiecee ettt ettt ettt e s et e st e e st e e st e e enbeeenteeensaeeenteennneeennes 17

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 14
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North Dakota Performance: Improved in 5 Categories

 PEACEGARDENSTATE Between 1989 and 2008, North Dakota managed to improve in five

INPTL categories of highway infrastructure, and did not get worse in any. Road
MMRFHJ EJAKMJA conditions improved on rural interstates and rural arterials, and stayed

constant on urban interstates. Urban congestion remained at zero, the
number of deficient bridges was drastically reduced, and the amount of narrow lanes on rural
primaries was lowered. The highway fatality rate, however, only improved very slightly.

Roads in poor condition, which were few in number to begin with, reached zero or near-zero levels
between 1989 and 2008. The amount of deficient bridges also dropped by 30.6 percentage points,
the third best improvement in the country. The one concern was that the highway fatality rate only
improved by 0.05, the smallest improvement in the country. Apart from that, North Dakota was
one of the most successful states in the U.S. in terms of its highway infrastructure.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocveviiiiiiieiieiieecee e 1
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ..........ccocceuee. 37
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiniiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 34
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...eouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceiceececee et 12
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiriiiiiiniiiiiieeceeeceee e 12
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinieitceeneee ettt 28
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .......uiiriieiiieeiieeeie ettt et e eieeeteeeteeeteeebeeessteesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 31
D iCIONt BIIAZES. . eeeutieeiieeiieeeiit ettt ettt et e et e e stte e st e s bt e sateesnteesnseeessaeennseenseeesnseesnseennneean 3
Fatality RAE ..oeeieiiieeiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e sit e e st e e st e e et e e e bt e eteeeseeeanteeenneeennes 50

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 10



ARE HIGHWAYS CRUMBLING? STATE PERFORMANCE SUMMARIES | 35

Ohio Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 3 Categories

Ohio was able to improve in four key categories of highway infrastructure

@ Ilﬂ H @ between 1989 and 2008, but it also worsened in three categories. Rural and
J interstate road conditions improved, but the state saw a slight increase in

@ Birthplace of Aviation =

the number of rural arterial roads in poor condition. The highway fatality
rate improved and the quantity of narrow lanes on rural primaries was reduced. On the other hand,
urban congestion rose considerably, while the percentage of deficient bridges went up.

Ohio improved road conditions significantly, especially among rural and urban interstates. The
state was also very successful in getting rid of narrow lanes on its rural primaries, going from
22.9% narrow lanes in 1989 to just 10.9% in 2008, a drop of 12 percentage points (the fifth best
improvement in the country). The only blight for Ohio was urban congestion, which rose by 15.2
percentage points, while the rest of the country lowered urban congestion by an average of 4
percentage points.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocviviiiiiiiiiii e 44
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ...........c.cc...... 9
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........coviiriiriiiiiiiniiiiiiieeceeeeeee e 28
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceiceeccceee et 37
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocccoouiriiiiiiiiniiiiiiictteteecteeeste et 5
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..ceiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinietceeneente ettt 10
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiciieeitieeeie et et eeteeetteeteeeteeeteeesseeesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 43
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed USRS 43
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiieiiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e s et e st e e st e e st eenbeeeteeesteeanteeenteeennes 18

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 24
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Oklahoma Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 3 Categories
- i . Oklahoma improved on four measures of its highways between 1989 and
{
w I("- AW.H @ M A 2008, but also worsened in three categories. Road conditions improved on
ALAIUINE rural arterial roads, but worsened on rural and urban interstates. The state
~— NATIVE AMERICA —

successfully took care of a large proportion of its deficient bridges, as well
as lowering its fatality rate and reducing the number of narrow lanes on rural primary roads. On the
other hand, urban interstate congestion rose by 10 percentage points.

The state experienced a deterioration of road conditions, especially among urban interstates, where
the proportion of roads in poor condition increased by 9.9 percentage points, the fourth worst
decline in the country. Another concern was that the highway fatality rate only improved by 0.43
fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles, the fourth lowest improvement in the U.S. Oklahoma was
able, however, to reduce its number of deficient bridges by 45.3%.

Category .... . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccocvvviiiiiiiiiiieiiieceeeecee e 40
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........ccocceuee. 18
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiniiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 40
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...eouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceiceececee et 25
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceeveiiiiiiiiniiiiiiicecicccee e 26
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinieitceeneee ettt 47
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .......uiiriieiiieeiieeeie ettt et e eieeeteeeteeeteeebeeessteesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 40
D iCIONt BIIAZES. . eeeutieeiieeiieeeiit ettt ettt et e et e e stte e st e s bt e sateesnteesnseeessaeennseenseeesnseesnseennneean 8
Fatality RAE ..oeeieiiieeiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e sit e e st e e st e e et e e e bt e eteeeseeeanteeenneeennes 47

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 34
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Oregon Performance: Improved in 6 / Worsened in 1 Category

Between 1989 and 2008, Oregon managed to improve on six key measures
of highway performance, while only getting worse on one. Road
conditions improved, with the proportion of roads in poor condition

declining among rural interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials.
Additionally, urban interstate congestion was considerably alleviated, the highway fatality rate was
improved, and the number of narrow lanes on rural primary roads was reduced. The one area of
deterioration was a slight increase in the proportion of deficient bridges in the state.

Roads in poor condition in Oregon were reduced to near-zero levels between 1989 and 2008.
Indeed, rural interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials saw reductions of roads in poor
condition of 9.7, 11, and 3.2 percentage points respectively (better than the national averages in
each case). The one area of decline, the proportion of deficient bridges, only had 23% of its bridges
listed as deficient, below the national average of 23.7%. Aside from bridges, Oregon was very
successful in its highway management.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccoccvvviiiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeeecee e 16
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........coecuue.. 35
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeee e 11
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...eouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeicecee et 11
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceeveiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiieeeeeeceee et 21
Urban Interstates in POOTr CONAItION .....ccc.oviiriiiiiiiiiiiiiriiicetcee ettt 8
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiiieetieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeessteessbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 15
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 41
Fatality RAE ..oueiiiiieeiie ettt ettt ettt et e sttt e st eesatee st e e enbee e st e esaeeanteennneeennes 10

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)....... 3
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Pennsylvania Performance: Improved in 6 / Worsened in 1 Category

Pennsylvania improved on six key measures of its highways and only

FEMM&YEWAMJ A declined in one category between 1989 and 2008. Road conditions

improved across the board, with improvements on rural interstates, urban

- =

interstates and rural arterials. While urban interstate congestion did get
worse, the state’s proportion of deficient bridges was slightly reduced, the highway fatality rate
was improved, and the quantity of narrow lanes on rural primary roads was lowered.

The state was able to make numerous improvements between 1989 and 2008, but many of these
improvements were near or below national average improvements. One cause for concern was
urban interstate congestion, which increased 5.3 percentage points. Nonetheless, Pennsylvania’s
2008 level of 42.3% of its urban interstates congested was still below the 2008 national average of
48.6%.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocvvviiiiiiiiiiieiieceececee e 20
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) .............cc...... 4
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooieieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeeeee e 17
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceicecee e 22
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiriiiiiiniiiiiieeceeeceee e 30
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..ceviiiiiiiiriiniiiiieieeeneee ettt 25
Urban Interstate CONGESTION ......c.uiiiiieeiieetieeeie ettt et eeteeeteeeteeeteeeteeessteesnseessseesnseesnseesseeessseenes 36
DSy o) 1A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 40
Fatality RAE ..oeeiieiieeiie ettt ettt ettt et e st e st e e st e e st e e enbeeeteeensaeenteeenneesanes 26

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 36
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Rhode Island Performance: Improved in 5 / Worsened in 2 Categories

Between 1989 and 2008, Rhode Island improved in five categories of

R{Eﬂ]ﬂ][; HSE AMU highway performance and got worse in two. Rural and urban interstate

roads in poor condition were fully taken care of; the percentage of rural
_ Ocean State _

arterial roads in poor condition fell slightly too. In addition, the highway

fatality rate was improved and the number of narrow lanes on rural primaries was considerably
lowered. However, urban congestion went up 7 percentage points and the proportion of deficient
bridges rose 6.3 percentage points.

Rural and urban interstate roads in poor condition fell by 23.8 and 20.4 percentage points
respectively, among the best improvements in the country. Furthermore, the percentage of narrow
lanes on major rural primary roads dropped by 20.5 percentage points, the second best
improvement in the country. Rhode Island made significant progress in road management between
1989 and 2008.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocviviiiiiiiiiii e 34
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........coecuuee. 49
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cocueiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieietcteeee ettt 2
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceiceeccceee et 16
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocccoouiriiiiiiiiniiiiiiictteteecteeeste et 2
Urban Interstates in POOTr CONAItION .....ccc.eviiriiiiiiiiiiiiiniieiceicec ettt 4
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiciieeitieeeie et et eeteeetteeteeeteeeteeesseeesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 38
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed USRS 47
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiieiiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e s et e st e e st e e st eenbeeeteeesteeanteeenteeennes 39

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 45
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South Carolina Performance: Improved in 6 / Worsened in 1 Category

South Carolina improved on six key measures of its highways between

; Il 1989 and 2008, and only got worse in one category. Roads in poor
SMMHJ EAHWMMA condition were fixed throughout the state, with improvements on rural

Smiling Faces. Beautiful Places.
— : —

interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials. Urban interstate congestion
was reduced significantly, the highway fatality rate was improved, and the quantity of narrow lanes
on rural primaries was lowered. The only deterioration was the proportion of deficient bridges,
which increased by 2.1 percentage points.

Although the state did not see big improvements in the number of roads in poor condition, that was
largely because there were so few bad roads to begin with. Indeed, by 2008 roads in poor condition
had reached near-zero levels in South Carolina. The state, which had a high urban congestion rate
in 1989, had reduced urban congestion by 30.4% by 2008.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocvvviiiiiiiiiiieiieceececee e 12
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ............c.cc...... 5
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooieieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeeeee e 15
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceicecee e 22
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiriiiiiiniiiiiieeceeeceee e 25
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..ceviiiiiiiiriiniiiiieieeeneee ettt 17
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .....cccuiiiiieritieeeieeeiieeeie e et e steeeteeeieeesieeestaeessteesnteesnseesnseesseeasseesnseennnes 6
DSy o) 1A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 42
Fatality RAE ..o.evieiiieeiieeiie ettt ettt ettt ettt et e st e st e e s bt e e bee e ste e st e e nteennteeenseeenreean 9

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 22
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South Dakota Performance: Improved in 5 / Worsened in 1 Category

Between 1989 and 2008, South Dakota improved in five categories of
highway performance and got worse in just one. The state had mixed
success with road conditions: rural arterials improved but urban interstates

deteriorated and rural interstates did not change. South Dakota was more
successful in other categories: urban congestion improved considerably, the proportion of deficient
bridges was lowered, the highway fatality rate was improved, and the quantity of narrow lanes on
rural primary roads was reduced.

South Dakota, which had 10.9% of its urban interstates congested in 1989, was able to eliminate
urban interstate congestion in the state by 2008. It was only one of four states to do so.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccoccvvvviiiiiiiiiieieeceeeecee e 13
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........ccoccuue.. 32
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooieiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeee e 35
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeicececccceec et 18
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocoeevueiriiiiiiniiiiiiieececiecc et 18
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinicitceeneeie ettt 43
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiiieetieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeessteessbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 21
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 21
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiieeiieeie ettt ettt ettt et e s e e st e e st e e et e e enbee e st e esaeennteeenneeennes 20

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 40
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Tennessee Performance: Improved in 7 Categories

Tennessee managed to improve on all seven key measures of its highways

]‘JFNJNJFSS "' | between 1989 and 2008, one of only 11 states to do so. There were across
LINNEOOLL

the board improvements in the condition of rural interstate, urban

~— Soundsgoodtome

interstate and rural arterial roads. Urban congestion and the proportion of
deficient bridges in the state were significantly improved. The state was additionally able to
improve its highway fatality rate and minimize the amount of narrow lanes on its rural primary
roads.

Tennessee was particularly successful in taking care of its roads, improving road conditions on
rural interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials. In fact, the proportion of urban interstate roads
in poor condition fell by 16 percentage points, the fifth biggest improvement in the country.
Furthermore, as well as improving in all seven categories, Tennessee eclipsed the national average
improvements in many cases, making it one of the most successful states in the U.S. in terms of
highway infrastructure.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccoccvvviiieiiieiiiieecee e 7
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ..........cocceu... 17
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiiniiiiiiieeecceteeece et 19
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeicececccceec et 15
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocccocviriiiiiiiiniiiieicreteeeeeeese et 9
Urban Interstates in POOTr CONAItION .....cccueviiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicetce ettt 5
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiiieetieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeessteessbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 19
D iCIONt BIIAZES. .. eeevieeiieeiieeeiie ettt ettt ettt e e tte et e st e s bt e s teesnteeenseeessaeensteensseesnseesnseesnneenn 9
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiiieiie ettt ettt ettt et sa e e st e e st e e st eeenbeeeteeesaeeanteennteeennes 23

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 48
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Texas Performance: Improved in 6 / Worsened in 1 Category

Between 1989 and 2008, Texas improved in six categories of highway
performance and only declined in one. The state reduced the proportion of

£]
@ THE LONE STARSTATE e

its rural interstate, urban interstate and rural arterial roads in poor

condition. In addition, urban interstate congestion fell slightly, the
proportion of deficient bridges was improved, and the highway fatality rate was reduced. The only
failure was an increase of 2.2 percentage points in narrow lanes on rural primary roads.

The improvement in road conditions on Texas’s rural interstates, urban interstates and rural
arterials throughout the state between 1989 and 2008, meant that the state’s 2008 levels were better
than national averages. Although the state saw an increase in the number of narrow lanes on rural
primaries, its 2008 percentage of narrow lanes was only 7.8%, below the national 2008 average of
9.6%.

Category .... . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccocvvviiiiiiiiiiieiiieceeeecee e 17
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ...........c.cc...... 2
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiniiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 30
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...eouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceiceececee et 20
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiriiiiiiniiiiiieeceeeceee e 44
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinieitceeneee ettt 19
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .......uiiriieiiieeiieeeie ettt et e eieeeteeeteeeteeebeeessteesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 29
D iCI@Nt BIIAZES. . .eeevieiiieeiieeiie ettt ettt e et e ettt e s ate e sat e e ssteesnteesaseeenseeensaeensaeennseeenseesanes 25
Fatality RAE ..oeeieiiieeiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e sit e e st e e st e e et e e e bt e eteeeseeeanteeenneeennes 40

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)....... 1
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Utah Performance: Improved in 2 / Worsened in 4 Categories

Between 1989 and 2008, Utah only improved on two measures of highway
performance. It declined in four categories. Road conditions deteriorated
on rural interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials, while the

proportion of deficient bridges increased. On the other hand, the highway
fatality rate was improved and urban interstate congestion was reduced by 13.5 percentage points.

Although Utah suffered worse road conditions between 1989 and 2008, this was only a marginal
deterioration (Utah had almost no roads in poor condition in 1989). The state’s 25% reduction in
urban congestion was far better than the national average improvement of just 7.6%.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocvvvciiiiiiiiiiieiieceeeecee e 47
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........cocceuee. 40
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........coouieiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeceee e 42
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...eouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceeeececee et 39
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceeveiiiiiiiniiiiiiiieecececceie et 39
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiieitceeneee ettt 34
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........iiiiieriiieeetieeeie ettt et e eteeeteeeteeeteeesseeesnbeesnseesnseesnseesseeensseenns 13
D iCI@Nt BIIAZES. . .eeetieiiieeiieeiieesie ettt etee ettt e et e ettt e st e st e e s steesnteesaseeenseeenseeensaeeenteesnseesanes 44
Fatality RAE .ooeeiiiiieeiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e sat e e st e e st e e st e e e bt e enteeesaeeanteeenneeennes 12

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 21
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Vermont Performance: Improved in 3 / Worsened in 4 Categories

Between 1989 and 2008, Vermont improved on three metrics of highway
infrastructure, and got worse on four. Although rural interstates in poor
condition improved, urban interstates deteriorated significantly and rural

i” == Green Mountain State == \f'

arterials slightly declined. Urban interstate congestion increased, along
with the number of narrow lanes on rural primaries. However, Vermont did successfully lower its
proportion of deficient bridges, in addition to improving its highway fatality rate.

Vermont’s success in taking care of its roads was mixed: the state managed to reduce its proportion
of rural interstates in poor condition by 8.4 percentage points, but at the same time it increased the
proportion of urban interstates in poor condition by 14.6 percentage points.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocviviiiiiiiiiiieiieceececee e 46
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ..........ccoccuuee. 48
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........covuiiiiriiiiiiiiniiiiiiieeeeeeee e 14
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeicececccceec et 41
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiiiiiiiniiiiiiiieeceeeeeee e 47
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiieteeeneeie ettt 48
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiiieetieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeessteessbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 35
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed USRS PS 23
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiiieiie ettt ettt ettt et sa e e st e e st e e st eeenbeeeteeesaeeanteennteeennes 16

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 26
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Virginia Performance: Improved in 7 Categories

= = Virginia improved on all seven key measures of highway performance
V/H RJEJHMH A between 1989 and 2008, and was one of only 11 states to experience such
| U F sweeping improvements. The state significantly reduced its proportion of

urban interstate, rural interstate and rural arterial roads in poor condition.

In addition, it vastly reduced urban interstate congestion, reduced its proportion of deficient
bridges, lowered its highway fatality rate, and slightly reduced its proportion of narrow lanes on
rural primary roads.

Virginia was one of the most successful states in the country in terms of its highway infrastructure.
The state lowered its proportion of roads in poor condition to near-zero levels across the board. Its
improvement in urban interstate congestion was also considerable, with 64.8% of its urban
interstates congested in 1989 compared to just 37.9% in 2008, a drop of 26.9 percentage points.
This was the second highest improvement in the country in urban congestion.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocvvviiiiiiienieeeeceeeee e 2
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ...........c.cc.u.... 3
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cocueiiiriiiiiiiiniiiiiicteteteee ettt e 7
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAItION ...c.eeriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiricetrt ettt 5
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coceeveiiiiiiiniiiiiiieeceeeeeee et 38
Urban Interstates in POOTr CONAItION .....cccueviiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiriiricetcet ettt 9
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .......cuiiiiiereieeiieeeiie et e et e st e steeeieeesteeeseeeessteesabeesaseesnseessaeaseeesnseesnnes 3
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 33
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiieiiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e s et e st e e st e e st eenbeeeteeesteeanteeenteeennes 38

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 38
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Washington Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 3 Categories

Between 1989 and 2008, the state of Washington improved in four
categories of highway infrastructure, but got worse in three. The decline

HINGTON

However, urban interstate congestion was significantly reduced, the proportion of deficient bridges

was in road conditions: the state experienced an increased proportion of

rural interstate, urban interstate and rural arterial roads in poor condition.

was minimized, the highway fatality rate was improved, and the proportion of narrow lanes on
rural primary roads was lowered.

Although the state experienced worse road conditions in 2008 as compared with 1989, most of this
deterioration was marginal. The 2008 percentages of roads in poor condition in Washington
remained below national averages for urban interstates and rural arterials. The state’s improvement
in urban interstate congestion— 19.4 percentage points—was far above the national average
improvement of 4 percentage points.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocviviiiiiiiiiii e 42
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........coccuuee. 12
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cocieiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieceee e 45
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceiceeccceee et 35
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceeveriiiiiiiniiiiiiiieeceeeeeee et 26
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..ceiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinietceeneente ettt 31
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .....ccuiiiiiertieeiieeeieeetee et e steeeteeeieeesieeesteeesnteesnseesnseesnseessaeensseesnseesnses 7
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed USRS 34
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiieiiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e s et e st e e st e e st eenbeeeteeesteeanteeenteeennes 27

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)....... 4
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West Virginia Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 3 Categories

AT West Virginia improved on four key measures of highway performance

WIEQT VIDPIN between 1989 and 2008, but also got worse in three categories. Although

WESTVIRGINIA | =" 8 B gories: Althou
- the state did manage to improve its percentage of urban interstates in poor

Wild, Wonderful

— —

condition, the state of its rural interstates and rural arterials deteriorated.

Additionally, the proportion of narrow lanes on rural primaries increased considerably. West
Virginia was successful in some categories, however. Urban congestion was vastly reduced, the
percentage of deficient bridges was significantly improved, and the highway fatality rate was
lowered.

According to the data, the state dropped its urban interstate congestion by 14.7 percentage points to
just 7.5% in 2008. Additionally, West Virginia had the highest proportion of deficient bridges in
1989 at 61.3% and improved in this category by 24.9 percentage points. One source of failure was
the state’s proportion of narrow lanes on rural arterials, which increased by 11.9 percentage points,
the worst decline in the country in this category.

Category .... . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccocvvviiriiiiiiiieiieceeeecee e 39
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008) ...........c.cc...... 6
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cooiiiiiriiiiiiiiniiiiiiieeecceteeece et 38
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...oouviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeicececccceec et 46
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceeveiiiiiiiniiiiiiicecececeeie e 50
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiieteeeneee et 14
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........ieiiieiiieetieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeessteessbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 11
D iCIONt BIIAZES. . .eeeutieeiieeiiteeiie ettt ettt et e e tte e tte e st e s bt e s ateesnseeenseeensaeensseeanseesnseesnseesnreean 6
Fatality RAE ..o.evieiiieeiieeiie ettt et ettt ettt et e st e st e e s bt e e beeesste e nteennteeenteeenseeenneenn 6

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 43
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Wisconsin Performance: Improved in 7 Categories

Between 1989 and 2008, Wisconsin improved its highways in all seven

— oval. -
WHS ﬁﬂJNJSJ)HNJ categories, one of only 11 states to do so. Road conditions considerably
¥ AL 1 improved on rural interstates, urban interstates and rural arterials. Urban

~— America’s Dairyland _

interstate congestion was improved, deficient bridges were fixed, the
highway fatality rate was lowered, and the proportion of narrow lanes on rural primary roads was
significantly reduced.

Wisconsin experienced sweeping improvements in its highways between 1989 and 2008. For
instance, the proportion of rural interstates in poor condition was reduced by 17 percentage points,
the fifth best improvement in the country. Wisconsin’s proportion of narrow lanes on rural primary
roads was also significantly reduced, from 11% narrow lanes in 1993 to just 1% in 2008.

Category .... . . Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency .........ccocvvviiiiiiieiiieecceeee e 9
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........ccocceue.. 22
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........cocueiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiciicttere ettt 5
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...couviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceeeceecee e 10
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........coccocueriiiiiiiiniiiieiicnteteseeteeeee sttt 6
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c...evuiiiiiiiiiiniieiicitceeneee ettt 16
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .........iiiiieiiieeiieeeie et et et e eteeeteeeteeeteeesseeesnseesnseesnseesnseesseeessseenns 17
DS o o) A 23 6 T Fed USRS 17
Fatality RAE ..oeeiiiiiieiiecee ettt ettt ettt e s et e st e e st e e st e e enbeeenteeensaeeenteennneeennes 28

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 25
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Wyoming Performance: Improved in 4 / Worsened in 2 Categories

= Wyoming improved on four key measures of highway performance
WYWMJHNJ M | between 1989 and 2008. It got worse in two categories. Rural arterials in
L} L LI

Ll

poor condition slightly improved, but rural and urban interstates in poor

condition grew more numerous. The percentage of deficient bridges did
improve somewhat, along with the highway fatality rate and proportion of narrow lanes on rural
primaries.

It is important to note that urban interstate congestion technically did not improve because it was
already at zero in 1989, where it remained through 2008. Wyoming’s highway fatality rate
improved by only 0.53 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles, while the rest of the country saw an
average improvement of 0.91.

Category .... Rank Showing Most Improvement 1989-2008
Overall Performance and Spending EffiCiency ........cccoccvvvviiiiiiiniieieeceeeecee e 24
State-Administered Highway Mileage (ranked largest to smallest based on system size in 2008)..........ccoccuuee. 36
Rural Interstate in POOr Condition...........coouieiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeceeeeee e 38
Rural Arterials in POOT CONAITION ...couviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiceceececee et 27
Rural Arterials with Narrow Lanes .........cocceevueiiiiniiiniiiiiiieecececece e 35
Urban Interstates in POOT CONAItION .....c..eeiuiiiiiiiiiiniiiieitceereente ettt 39
Urban Interstate CONGESTION .......uieriieiiieeiieeeie ettt et eeteeetteeteeetteetee e seeesnbeessseesnseesnseesseeensseanns 32
DS o o) A 23 0 T Fed <SPS 39
Fatality RAE ..o.eeiiiiieiiiecee ettt ettt ettt et e sttt e st e e st e e st e enbeeeteeesteennteeenteeennes 45

Total Disbursements Per Mile (1=biggest spending increase, 50=biggest spending decrease)..... 37
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