
This is part of a 50-state assessment of transportation systems 
by the Pew Center on the States and the Rockefeller Foundation.
For more information, please see the full report online at 
www.pewcenteronthestates.org/transportation.

*National Association of State Budget Officers State Expenditure Report 2010.

Methodology: States were given one of three ratings—leading the way, 
showing mixed results or trailing behind—based on whether they have 
the goals, performance measures and data needed to help decision makers 
ensure their surface transportation systems are advancing six key goals. The 
ratings are based on 10 criteria. Each state was rated for its performance in 
each of the six goal areas and given an overall rating. 
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Idaho is one of 19 states with 
mixed results in having the essential 
tools—goals, performance measures and 
data—needed to help decision makers choose 
more cost-effective transportation funding and 
policy options.

Idaho fares well in measuring transportation’s 
progress toward several key policy goals, but 
it has room for improvement in the areas of 
mobility and jobs and commerce. For example, 
in the area of jobs and commerce, Idaho 
lacks core outcome measures and data on the 
economic impact of transportation investments. 
But the state is making progress elsewhere. After 
a 2009 audit found the Idaho transportation 
department lacked “a cohesive strategic vision 
and coordinated long-term infrastructure 
management plan,” it set out to produce one, and 
the legislature approved more than $8 million 
for new pavement and maintenance management 
systems, one of the audit’s recommendations. 
Idaho is seeing positive results: A new 
“preservation-first” approach has increased the 
percentage of bridges in good condition. 


