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 Cc: Personal addresses redacted. 

 
Good afternoon to all.  
  
I wondered how long it would take to make the necessary repairs to our failing bridges at 
the projected rate of repair in the MaineDOT (13-15) Current Work Plan. 
  
The Core Highway and Bridge Programs chart, presented in testimony to the JSC on 
Appropriations and Finance by MaineDOT Deputy Commissioner Van Note on 6.12.2013, 
indicates the Average Annual # of Bridge Improvement Projects from 13-15 Work Plan = 40 
(OR 75 projects/year to meet the Basic Statutory Goals).    
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 Why is there a difference in the average annual # of bridge improvement projects (or 
miles of pavement) versus annual production needed to meet basic statutory goals? 

 What good are laws that govern policy if we choose not to abide by them? 

  
14.8% of our bridges are considered structurally deficient. (356 out of 2,408) It 
would take 8.9 years @40 projects/year to repair or replace these 356 bridges OR it would 
take 4.75 years @ 75 projects/year to meet the Basic Statutory Goals. 
  
18.1% of our bridges are considered functionally obsolete. (436 of 2,408) It would 
take 10.9 years @40 projects/year to repair or replace these 436 bridges OR it would take 
5.81 years @ 75 projects/year to meet the Basic Statutory Goals. 
  
32.9 % of our bridges are considered deficient. (792 of 2,408) Definition of deficient 
Bridges: the total of both structurally deficient and functionally obsolete bridges.  
 
  
What does structurally deficient mean? Highway bridges have three primary 
components: 1) the deck, which is the top surface of the bridge that cars, trucks and 
people cross; 2) the superstructure, which supports the deck; and 3) the substructure, 
which uses the ground to support the superstructure. Each of these bridge features is given 
a rating between 0 and 9 when inspected, with 9 signifying the best condition. 
Federal guidelines classify bridges as structurally deficient if one of the three key 
components is rated at 4 or less (poor or worse), meaning engineers have identified 
a major defect in its support structure or deck. (There is a handful of other criteria that 
can result in a deficient grade, but for the majority of deficient bridges, one of these three 
primary components rates a 4 or below.) Federal law requires states to inspect all bridges 
20 feet or longer at least every two years, though states typically inspect structurally 
deficient bridges far more often. 
  
 
Bridges that are functionally obsolete no longer meet current highway design standards, 
often because of narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor alignment. 
 
  
The November 2007 document, Keeping Our Bridges Safe, indicated that 83.1+% 
of our bridges were in fair or poor condition. (2,000+ out of 2,408) It would take 50 
years @40 projects/year to repair or replace these 2,000 bridges OR it would take 26.7 
years @75 projects/year to meet the Basic Statutory Goals. Remember that these are 2007 
numbers and do not include bridge repairs since then nor does it include any bridges that 
may have fallen into the fair or poor category. 
  
  

http://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/a/#p/state-facts/maine
http://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/a/#p/state-facts/maine
http://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/a/#p/bridges/glossary-and-sources
http://t4america.org/docs/bridgereport2013/2013BridgeReport.pdf
http://t4america.org/docs/bridgereport2013/2013BridgeReport.pdf
http://www.maine.gov/mdot/pdf/Keeping%20Our%20Bridges%20Safe.1107.pdf
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     Keeping Our Bridges Safe Executive Summary excerpt:  
 

 
 
Really? Over 2,000 bridges in fair or poor condition? That is the same as saying only 
408 or less of our bridges are rated in satisfactory or better condition! Remember that 
these are 2007 numbers and does not include bridge repairs since then nor does it include 
any bridges that may have fallen into the fair or poor category. 
  
 What does fair to poor mean? 
   
FHWA Deck, Superstructure and Substructure Inspection Rating:  
  

 

http://www.maine.gov/mdot/pdf/Keeping%20Our%20Bridges%20Safe.1107.pdf
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bridge/preservation/guide/guide.pdf
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The numeric value of deficient bridges that the many independent transportation 
entities quote comes directly from official FHWA data: 
FHWA Bridge Data per State/County 
 

 
  
  
What is the percentage of deficient bridges (functionally obsolete + structurally 
deficient) within your county based on official FHWA data? 
 

 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bridge/nbi/no10/county.cfm
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 I am not an engineer and until lately I had not realized the sad shape of our existing 
infrastructure; I am just like most people, depending on the government to maintain our 
way of live at a safe and acceptable level. The more I research, the more it has become 
apparent that blind faith in the government certainly did not work when it came to roads 
and bridges. Our infrastructure did not just start to fail last week, it has been failing all 
along, but funding roads and bridges is not as popular as funding other more visible 
projects and here we are today placing band aids on our infrastructure hoping that it does 
not fail any further.  While it is great that the MaineDOT can fix 40 bridges a year, those 
bridges rated in fair to poor condition continue to age and with the increased age, unless 
properly maintained, they will only drop in condition rating.  
  
It is all about the money. Where is the funding? Can we wait that long? Why is the 
MaineDOT considering new projects when we cannot afford to fix what we already 
have? The $61 million in state and federal funds that would be saved by cancelling 
the I-395/Route 9 Connector would be better spent on the unmet transportation 
needs of our state. 
  
Thank you for your time, your support and consideration of my views, Larry  
 


