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Part I: Cross-sectional Analysis of 2016 AMPs 

 

Part I Sample  
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Maturity in Asset Management Planning  
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Total Replacement Cost 

 

 

 

 

 

Bridges & Culverts, 
1,974,948,803, 9%

Facilities, 
3,253,107,565, 16%

Land Improvements, 
742,183,396, 4%
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Road Network, 
8,076,620,911, 39%
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Condition Data 
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Annual Requirements 
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Projected Replacement Costs 
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Funding and Need 
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Part II: Cohort Analysis of 2013 vs 2016 AMPs 

 

Part II Sample 
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