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States are
Not on
Track to
Maintain
Roads and
Bridges

Pew research identifies deferred maintenance and
funding shortfalls as long-term liabilities for states.

Federal data and state DOT reports agree; states are
underinvesting in road and bridge repair, rehabilitation,
and replacement.

Why this matters?

o Delaying repairs drives up long-term costs and places additional
strain on future state budgets.

o Deteriorating roads and bridges increase transportation costs
for residents and pose serious safety risks.

Being able to identify a problem is the first step to being
able to address it sustainably.



State and Local Governments Face $105 Billion in Deferred
aintenance for Roads and Bridges




Real Investments in Roadways Declined Since Early
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Increase in Share of Roadway Investments in

rcentage of cgpital outlay by improvement type, 1999-2023
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‘State and Local Roadway Deferred Maintenance Reached
$105 billion in 2023

Depreciation exceeded capital maintenance investments from 2004 to 2023
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‘States Fall Short of Funding Needed to Keep Roads and

Bridges in a State of Good Repair: Lessons from TAMPs




What are
TAMPs?

Transportation Asset Management Plans (TAMPs) are
federally mandated reports outlining how states assess and
manage their transportation infrastructure.

TAMPs primarily focus on roads and bridges in the National
Highway System (NHS), although some states have included
more for a more complete assessment

Most TAMPs include 10-year projections of conditions and
funding,

States vary in what they report in their TAMPs, how they
forecast, and how they define a state of good repair for
roads and bridges.




?ey Findings

- Based on their own goals and projections, most states do not expect to
be able to keep key roads and bridges in a state of good repair.

33 states expect to miss at least some of their benchmarks for roadway
conditions, preservation and maintenance funding, or both over the next
decade. Just 11 states are on track.

« 24 states reported a combined $86.3 billion funding gap over 10 years.

« Connecting TAMPs to state budgeting can guide decisions on how to
adequately fund road and bridge preservation.




‘Most States Expect a Shortfall

States reporting a 10-year condition gap, funding gap, or both for TAMP roads and bridges.
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Source: Pew analysis of state’s most recent Transportation Asset Management Plans.




« 24 states reported a combined 10-year funding gap of $86.3

Funding billion for NHS and other key roads and bridges.

« These states projected $194 billion in spending, meaning
Gaps closing the gap would require a 44% increase in
transportation funding.

« The shortfall was nearly evenly split between roads ($38.5B)
and bridges ($37.8B).

* Only nine states reported adequate funding, while 17
provided insufficient data to assess whether spending would
meet needs.

* Because TAMPs focus only on NHS assets—though some
states voluntarily include all state roadways—the reported
gap excludes shortfalls for roads and bridges outside the 11

Pew




29 States Do Not Expect To Meet Condition Targets

Reported 10-year state of good repair gaps by state
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Source: Pew analysis of state’s most recent Transportation Asset Management Plans.




Examples from State TAMPs




lowa Projects Pavement Conditions

Condition forecasts by asset type and percentage of expected funding

Interstate pavement condition index Non-interstate primary highway system pavement condition index
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Washington Projects Pavement Needs, Planned Investments
10-year expected and required spending for state-owned assets, in millions of 2021 dollars, 2022-2031

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026  2027-n Tatal

Capital preservation £318 1318 £318 £318 §318 $1,590 £3180
Operational maintenance 138 %38 £39 $39 $30 2204 3357
Capital preservation £186 177 77 $168 $168 £863 31,739
Presarvation $30 $28 $28 $27 $27 $138 $278
Rehabilitation 3104 395 $99 $34 194 $483 $973
Replacement $52 $50 $50 §47 347 $242 §488
Operational maintenance 2204 $3597
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Note: Operational maintenance” refers to activities that affect the short-term conditions of the assets,
while “preservation,” “rehabilitation,” and “replacement” align with FHWA activity types.
Source: Washington State Department of Transportation, Washington State Transportation Asset Management Plan, 2022 15

"o




‘Montana Uses Performance Measures to Improve Bridge

Condition
Bridge condition projections from 2019 and 2022 TAMPs
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Discussion
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How are current asset management plans shared
with policymakers?

Approaches that worked in your state or jurisdiction?

Do you feel heard?

What do policymakers need to know that you feel they are missing?

What steps have helped educate your policymakers to ask better
guestions?
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Do you have trust with policymakers and
constituents?

« Are shortcomings in asset management outcomes shared promptly?
« What has helped or hurt the ability to build and maintain trust?

« Does your organization feel they have a voice to tell policymakers what it
needs?

* Do you demonstrate that the dollars spent on asset management are used
efficiently and effectively?
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How to build on Federal reporting
requirements?

* Do you supplement the TAMP with additional asset
management disclosures?

 Are there ways to streamline Federal reporting
requirements?

* Do you expand asset management reporting beyond NHS
roads and bridges and are you considering any additional
expansions?
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Can you create an ongoing dialogue?

 Are there examples of making asset management reporting
more comprehensive and more frequent?

« How do you make sure policymakers have this information
in front of them?

« Can you calibrate what you present based on what

information policymakers need and what the situation in
your state is?
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Conclusion

> Both past performance and states’ own projections show significant
shortfalls in repairing, maintaining, and preserving key roads and bridges.

» Deferring needed repairs and shortchanging transportation investments will
leave future generations paying the bills for crumbling infrastructure.

» Policymakers, DOTs, and stakeholders will need to work together to ensure
adequate funding for road and bridge preservation and to achieve
transportation policy goals effectively and efficiently.

» Information, data, and analysis on asset management practices and
outcomes can guide better decisions, ensure adequate resources, and
promote accountability and transparency.
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For more information:
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/projects/state-
fiscal-policy
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