Measuring Transportation Investments:

The Road to Results
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METHODOLOGY: States were given one of three ratings—leading the way,
showing mixed results or trailing behind—based on whether they have

emissions from transit. The state has some room

for improvement in measuring transportation’s the goals, performance measures and data needed to help decision makers
) ) ) ensure their surface transportation systems are advancing six key goals. The
rogress in advancing jobs and commerce. ratings are based on 10 criteria. Each state was rated for its performance in
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each of the six goal areas and given an overall rating.
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