Q Notice

US.Department Subject:

of Transportation \ .
) DISTRIBUTION OF FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY PROGRAM

Federal Highway OBLIGATION LIMITATION FOR THE PERIOD BEGINNING ON (1/

Administration OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND ENDING ON OCTOBER 31, 2021 Q

‘/\
Classification Code Date Office of Primaruterest

N4520.272 October 20, 2021 '\b(wo

What is the purpose of this Notice? This Notice is to advise the Sta@ the
distribution of the limitation on Federal-aid highway program obl{ pursuant to the
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2021 (hereafter, “Extensa ct”), Public Law
(Pub. L.) 117-44.

What is the overall limitation on obligations, and wh@ovision determines its
distribution? %)

a. The Extension Act covers the period on October 1, 2021, and
el

ending on October 31, 2021 (31 da peafter referred to as the “extension
period”). \

b. Section 101(d)(1) of the Extﬁ% Act specifies a limitation on obligations
for Fiscal Year (FY) 202 to the extension fraction (31/365) of the
annual limitation on o ions for FY 2021.

6. The annualized Limit&tion on obligations is equal to the obligation limitation
made availab Y 2021 under the Department of Transportation
Appropriatt @%ct, 2021, title I of division L, Pub. L. 116-260. Therefore,

the FY @mualized limitation on obligations is $46,365,092,000.

d. ‘Th %tation on obligations for the extension period is $3,937,857,129,
\h equals the extension fraction (31/365) of that annualized amount.
erefore, this Notice provides $3,937,857,129 in obligation limitation for the

KQC)extension period.

6\. The distribution of obligation limitation is calculated first on an annualized
basis pursuant to section 101(d) of the Extension Act using the annualized
@ limitation on obligations of $46,365,092,000 for FY 2022. The contract
\ authority for Federal-aid highway programs extended by the Extension Act for
the extension period is annualized for purposes of calculating the distribution
of obligation limitation.

f. The result of this calculation is then multiplied by 31/365 to reflect the length
of the extension period under the Extension Act.



3.

Upon the enactment of subsequent legislation authorizing the Federal-aid
highway program, the distribution of obligation limitation will be revised, and
additional obligation limitation will be provided as determined under the
provisions of such law. \
L 4
Unless otherwise specified, all obligation limitation is available for 1 fiscal (L
year and will expire at the end of FY 2022. Q

What funds are exempt from the limitation on obligations? The obligation (L
limitation does not apply to obligations for projects covered under: b‘ 4

N

(D section 125 of title 23, United States Code (U.S.C.); K

(2) section 147 of the Surface Transportation Assistan% £ 1978 (23
U.S.C. 144 note; 92 Stat. 2714);

3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway Act 0&5 Stat. 1701);

4) sections 131(b) and 131(j) of the S @' ransportation Assistance Act of
1982 (96 Stat. 2119);

(5) sections 149(b) and 149(c) of theSurface Transportation and Uniform
Relocation Assistance AG\ 87 (101 Stat. 198);

(6) sections 1103 throu of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of, 105 Stat. 2027);

(7 section 157 g@ 23, U.S.C., as in effect on the day before the date of
enactme%o e Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century;

(8) sec 5 of title 23, U.S.C, as in effect for FYs 1998 through 2004, but
an amount equal to $639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years;

Qhe Federal-aid highway programs for which obligation authority was

(112 Stat. 107) or subsequent public laws for multiple years or to remain

9
5@ made available under the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century

available until used, but only to the extent that the obligation authority has
not lapsed or been used;

(10)  section 105 of title 23, U.S.C., but only in an amount equal to
$639,000,000 for each of FYs 2005 through 2012;

(11)  section 1603 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (23 U.S.C. 118 note; 119 Stat. 1248), to
the extent that funds obligated in accordance with that section were not



&
N

subject to a limitation on obligations at the time at which the funds were

initially made available for obligation; and

(12)  section 119 of title 23, U.S.C., but only in an amount equal to
$639,000,000 prior to sequestration for each of FYs 2013 through 2021

and in an amount equal to $54,271,233 prior to sequestration ($51 ,177,773%

after sequestration) for the extension period.

How are the obligation limitation amounts associated with allocated' programs
determined? 2N

Ex
<

Obligation limitation is provided for administrative expenses and grograms
authorized under section 104(a) of title 23, U.S.C., and amoun {‘horized for
the Bureau of Transportation Statistics, as continued by th&ion Act.
Pursuant to section 101(d) of the Extension Act, the ann limitation on
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) administratiyé\¢xpenses is
$475,649,049 ($40,397,590 for the extension perio e annualized
limitation to be transferred to the Appalachian Re@glal Commission for
administrative activities is $3,248,000 ($273,888 for the extension period).
For the other programs for which fundint orized under section 104(a)
of title 23, U.S.C., and the Bureau of sprtation Statistics, the annualized

amount of obligation limitation is e the annualized contract authority
for each such program, and then& ed for the extension period.

Obligation limitation is provg or the unobligated balances of contract
authority for allocated pr that are carried over from previous fiscal
years and for which o ton limitation had been provided in a previous
fiscal year. The a@ amount of obligation limitation is equal to such
unobligated bal%es contract authority.

The ratio b the remaining annualized amount of obligation limitation
and the ning annualized FY 2022 contract authority subject to obligation
limit@n is determined. The ratio calculated for FY 2022 under the

ion Act is 88.9 percent.

d. énhe annualized amount of obligation limitation for each of the allocated

§®

programs (other than those allocated programs for which obligation limitation
has already been provided) is determined by multiplying the annualized
amount of contract authority authorized for FY 2022 by the above ratio. The
annualized amount of contract authority authorized that is not provided
associated obligation limitation is “lopped off,” resulting in annualized
amounts of contract authority equal to the annualized amounts of obligation

N
QO

!'In this Notice, the term “allocated” also encompasses the apportioned Tribal Transportation Program (TTP) and the
Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP). Section 101(d)(2)(C) of the Extension Act uses a single defined term—
“qualifying program”—to capture this universe of programs (allocated, plus apportioned TTP and FLAP).



limitation available for such programs (except for the TTP, which is not
subject to the “lop off” of contract authority).

The obligation limitation for each of the allocated programs for the extension
period is then determined by multiplying the annualized amount of obligation

limitation for each allocated program by 31/365. (L

How is the distribution of formula obligation limitation to the States
determined?

4
After obligation limitation is determined for the allocated programs H\b‘
described above, the remaining annualized amount of obligation lamitation is
distributed among the States as formula obligation limitation.
obligation limitation is distributed among the States in th ions that the
annualized FY 2022 apportionments subject to the obli$ mitation for

each State bear to the total annualized FY 2022 apportt ents subject to the
obligation limitation for all States.

determined by multiplying the annualize unt of formula obligation

The formula obligation limitation availat%@ extension period is then
limitation for each State by 31/365.

The attached Table 1 shows the
distributed to each State for th
limitation associated with tr

t of formula obligation limitation

sion period, net of any obligation
penalty funding, or set aside under the high
risk rural roads special n@ set aside for the minimum condition of
National Highway Sy ridges penalty, or set aside for the minimum
condition of Interst@?;tem penalty (see paragraphs 6, 7, 8, and 9 of this

Notice below). %

Is there any obli @' limitation associated with transfer penalty funds?

Yes,mbligation limitation is associated with transfer penalty funds for those States
‘tha; ied to meet the provisions of section 154 of title 23, U.S.C. (Open
iner Requirements) or section 164 of title 23, U.S.C. (Minimum Penalties

él Repeat Offenders for Driving While Intoxicated or Driving Under the
n

fluence) for FY 2022 as determined by the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA).

Along with the transfer penalty funds under section 154 and section 164 of title
23, U.S.C., the associated obligation limitation will be reserved and then released
for use on eligible Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) activities under
section 148 of title 23, U.S.C., or transferred to the State's highway safety
program under section 402 of title 23, U.S.C. If the documentation review
process or a section 164 “general practice” certification review by NHTSA
determines that a State was in compliance with section 154 or section 164 as of
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October 1, 2021, the reserved obligation limitation will be restored to the State’

formula obligation limitation.

The annualized amount of obligation limitation associated with the transfer
penalty funds is determined by multiplying the amount of the transfer penalty
funds by the ratio of a State’s annualized formula obligation limitation to that
State’s annualized apportionments subject to the obligation limitation.

period is then determined by multiplying the annualized amount of obliga@on

limitation associated with transfer penalty funds for each State by 3

The obligation limitation associated with transfer penalty funds for the gtzngi](

S

Qb

The amounts of transfer penalty funds and associated obligatit@gnitation for the

extension period are shown in Table 2. Q

Is there any obligation limitation set aside under the specia@ for high risk
rural roads?

road safety. The special rule requires th e fatality rate on rural roads in
a State increases over the most recent CI'lOd for which data are
available, the State must obligate d e next fiscal year for projects on
high risk rural roads an amount equal to 200 percent of its F'Y 2009
high risk rural roads set-aside. @

Section 148(g)(1) of title 23, U.S.C., cor;t*@pecial rule for high risk rural

h amounts during the next fiscal year is
of both HSIP funds and, on an annualized basis,
ated obligation limitation.

The requirement to oblig
implemented by a set-
an equal amount of @s

The obligati@ation associated with the high risk rural road safety special
rule for the sion period is then determined by multiplying the annualized
amount Q@ligaﬁon limitation associated with the high risk rural road safety
spec@rule for each State by 31/365.

igation limitation for the extension period are shown in Table 3.

iﬁ ounts of high risk rural roads special rule funds and associated

ere any obligation limitation set aside for the minimum condition of
ational Highway System bridges penalty?

Section 119(f)(2)(A) of title 23, U.S.C., provides for a penalty if a State for 3
consecutive years fails to maintain its National Highway System structurally
deficient deck area at or below 10 percent. For the fiscal year after such a
failure is determined, such a State must have an amount equal to 50 percent of
its FY 2009 Highway Bridge Program apportionment set aside for use only on
National Highway System bridge projects.

L 4



Section 490.413(a)(1) of title 23, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), requires
such penalty funds to be obligated in the year in which they are set aside.

The requirement to obligate such amounts during the fiscal year is
implemented by a set-aside of both National Highway Performance Program
(NHPP) funds and, on an annualized basis, an equal amount of formula
obligation limitation. (L

The obligation limitation associated with the minimum condition of abgah
Highway System bridges penalty for the extension period is then de ined

by multiplying the annualized amount of obligation limitation asgociated with
the minimum condition of National Highway System bridges éy for each

State by 31/365. Q

The amounts of the minimum condition of National H ay System bridges
penalty funds and associated obligation limitation e extension period are
shown in Table 4.

Is there any obligation limitation set aside for@-inimum condition of
Interstate System penalty? t

a.

Section 119(f)(1)(A) of title 23, t\@ provides for a penalty if a State
reports that the condition of its tate System, excluding bridges on the

Interstate System, has falle the minimum condition level established
by the Secretary in secti ¢)(3) of title 23, U.S.C.

For the fiscal year e@oneompliance is determined, such a State must
obligate from the-amounts apportioned to the State under section 104(b)(1) of
title 23, U. S amount equal to its FY 2009 Interstate Maintenance
apporti creased by 2 percent per year after FY 2013 for eligible
purpose&rlbed under section 119 of title 23, U.S.C., as in effect on the
day re the enactment of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st

CQ Act (MAP-21).

Section 119(f)(1)(A)(1) of title 23, U.S.C., and Section 490.317(e)(1)
of title 23, CFR, require such penalty funds to be obligated in the year
in which they are set aside.

2) The requirement to obligate such amounts during the fiscal year is
implemented by a set-aside of both NHPP funds and, on an annualized
basis, an equal amount of formula obligation limitation.

In addition, for the fiscal year after noncompliance is determined, such a State
must transfer from the amounts apportioned to the State under section
104(b)(2) of title 23, U.S.C. (other than amounts suballocated to metropolitan
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obligation

areas and other areas of the State under section 133(d) of such title), to the
apportionment of the State under section 104(b)(1) of such title, an amount
equal to 10 percent of the amount of funds apportioned to the State in FY
2009 under the Interstate Maintenance Program. Such penalty funds must be
used for purposes described under section 119 of title 23, U.S.C., as in effect
on the day before the enactment of MAP-21.

(1) The transfer of such funds is implemented by a transfer of Surface (L
Transportation Block Grant Program funds to the NHPP set-aside and
will be processed automatically by the FHWA. 4

2) The annualized amount of obligation limitation associate%zvith the

transfer penalty funds is determined by multiplying th unt of the
transfer penalty funds by the ratio of a State’s annuatt ormula
obligation limitation to that State’s annualized a nments subject

to the obligation limitation.

The total amount of annualized obligation limita@associated with the
minimum condition of Interstate System p @Jnds is the aggregate of the
obligation limitation amounts determine@r subparagraphs (b)(2) and

(©)(2).

@ed with the minimum condition of
Interstate System penalty for t nsion period is then determined by
multiplying the total annualige ount of obligation limitation associated
with the minimum condit{o Interstate System penalty for each State by

31/365. @
>

The amounts of#he nfinimum condition of Interstate System penalty funds
and associat gation limitation for the extension period are shown in

Table 5.

The total obligation limitation a

tation for States?

What rmnents related to safety performance management apply to the

a. cs)section 148(i) of title 23, U.S.C., requires that if a State has not met or made

<@

significant progress toward meeting the safety performance targets the State
established under section 150(d) of title 23, U.S.C., such State shall use
obligation limitation equal to the State’s HSIP apportionment for the fiscal
year prior to the year in which the performance targets were set only for
highway safety improvement projects in the fiscal year after the provision is
assessed.

The following States are subject to the provision in FY 2022 under 23 U.S.C.
148(i): Alabama, Alaska, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware,
Florida, Hawaii, Idaho, Illinois, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland,

QP
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Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Puerto Rico, South
Carolina, Vermont, Washington, and Wisconsin. Such States were previously
notified under separate cover from FHWA.

to use FY 2022 formula obligation limitation on HSIP projects in an amount
equal to such State’s FY 2018 HSIP apportionment. The FY 2018 HSIP (1/
apportionment amounts are reflected in Table 1 of FHWA Notice N451i%.819

on

\ *
A State, except for Puerto Rico, identified under subparagraph (b) is required (L

(https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/legsregs/directives/notices/n4510819/n4510
.cfm). Puerto Rico is required to obligate in full their total annual al 1
of Puerto Rico Highway Program funds received under 23 U.S.C
165(b)(2)(C)(ii) for HSIP eligibilities. é

n HSIP
pportionment

The requirement to use FY 2022 formula obligation limi
projects in an amount equal to such State’s FY 2018 H
applies to the total formula obligation limitation rec for FY 2022, and,
therefore, a pro-rated amount is not being provid er this Notice. Section
148(1)(1) of title 23, U.S.C., requires such t@o use obligation authority
equal to the State’s FY 2018 HSIP appoﬂ%nt “until the Secretary
determines that the State has met or made sipfiificant progress toward meeting
the safety performance targets of the 4

What other provisions apply that ar@led to the distribution of obligation
limitation?

Contract authority for ortation research programs under chapter 5 of title
23, U.S.C., or title e Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act, as
continued by theExtefision Act, is subject to obligation limitation that remains
available for d of 4 fiscal years. Obligation limitation made available
for transpo research in future fiscal years will be in addition to amounts
made avai for FY 2022.

Jh unts of contract authority “lopped off” from the allocated programs
sgd than the TTP) due to the imposition of the obligation limitation will be
1stributed to the States. The redistribution will be provided via a separate

Qc%otice to be issued no later than 30 days after the distribution of the obligation

limitation.

After August 1, 2022, the Secretary will revise the distribution of obligation
authority made available if a State does not plan to obligate the amount
distributed during FY 2022 and redistribute such amount to those States able
to obligate amounts in addition to those previously distributed during

FY 2022. Procedures for this process (known as August Redistribution) will
be provided via a separate notice to be issued in July.



12.  What action is required? Division Administrators should ensure that copies of this
Notice are provided to the State departments of transportation.

S fillact

Stephanie Pollack
Acting Administrator

4
Attachments \b‘

(1/
q/Q

t\.



N4520.272 - TABLE 1
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
OBLIGATION LIMITATION DISTRIBUTION FOR THE PERIOD BEGINNING
ON OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND ENDING ON OCTOBER 31, 2021, UNDER
THE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION EXTENSION ACT OF 2021
FORMULA
OBLIGATION
STATE LIMITATION
ALABAMA 61,884,063
ALASKA 39,169,556
ARIZONA 59,739,422
ARKANSAS 42,236,860
CALIFORNIA 294,101,388
COLORADO 42,760,292
CONNECTICUT 40,177,067
DELAWARE 13,521,635
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 13,026,857
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS 09906,
INDIANA 7~ 76,090,544
TIOWA ) 40,092,574
KANSAS A 30,562,449
KENTUCKY 54,200,915
LOUISIANA N ) 54,694,514
MAINE A4 14,747,250
MARYLAND 6 49,083,587
MASSACHUSETTS 41,565,760
MICHIGAN « Q’ 68,013,710
MINNESOTA PR 52,075,406
MISSISSIPPI Zg M 37,700,640
MISSOURI l el 73,812,576
MONTANA ANS 32,745,511
NEBRASKA . & 23,585,247
NEVADA £ NS 29,048,361
NEW HAMPSHIRE 13,488,823
NEW JERSEY)) 81,573,913
NEWMEXICO 29,302,114
RK 137,153,929
CAROLINA 84,720,117
TH DAKOTA 19,820,869
104,851,353
OKLAHOMA 51,734,392
OREGON 39,692,518
PENNSYLVANIA 133,948,492
RHODE ISLAND 14,413,526
SOUTH CAROLINA 53,406,980
SOUTH DAKOTA 22,515,474
TENNESSEE 67,465,812
TEXAS 313,643,613
UTAH 28,336,549
VERMONT 16,216,010
VIRGINIA 81,283,602
WASHINGTON 54,157,565
WEST VIRGINIA 32,546,419
WISCONSIN 61,397,860
WYOMING 19,996,023
SUBTOTAL 3,152,594,178
Allocated Programs 706,250,587
Sections 154 and 164 Penalties 37,344,750
High Risk Rural Roads Special Rule 1,062,663
NHS Bridges Penalty 20,339,601
Interstate System Penalty 20,265,350
TOTAL 3,937,857,129

ol



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

PENALTY FUNDS AND ASSOCIATED OBLIGATION LIMITATION FOR THE PERIOD
BEGINNING ON OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND ENDING ON OCTOBER 31, 2021, FOR PENALTY
PROVISIONS UNDER SECTIONS 154 AND 164 OF TITLE 23, UNITED STATES CODE

N4520.272 - TABLE 2

TOTAL OBLIGATION
SECTIONS 154 & 164 LIMITATION
STATE PENALTY FUNDS FOR PENALTIES
ALABAMA 0 0
ALASKA 1,975,242 1,757,344
ARIZONA 0 0
ARKANSAS 0 0
CALIFORNIA 6,607,276 5,878,397
COLORADO 1,020,084 907,555 __
CONNECTICUT 949,345 344,618 ( é’
DELAWARE 326,094 2
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 0
FLORIDA 0
GEORGIA 0 0
HAWAI 657,712 @\85,158
IDAHO 0 1~ 0
ILLINOIS of _NJ 0
INDIANA I,SSW 1,677,787
IOWA 0 0
KANSAS \y 0
KENTUCKY 0
LOUISIANA 874,358 2,557,273
MAINE 7 861,178 321,335
MARYLAND N g 0 0
MASSACHUSETTS N\ 0 0
MICHIGAN ) 0 0
MINNESOTA [ @ 1,288,568 1,146,420
MISSISSIPPI NS 1,971,832 1,754,309
MISSOURI v 3,845216 3,421,034
MONTANA m 824,345 733,408
NEBRASKA & 0 0
NEVADA A\ 685,222 609,632
NEW HAMP 0 0
NEW JE 0 0
NEW M| 741,844 660,008
NE 0 0
N AROLINA 0 0
ORTH DAKOTA 494,411 439,870
i sZmlo 5,164,210 4,594,524
KLAHOMA 0 0
=3  OREGON 998,643 888,479
PENNSYLVANIA 0 0
RHODE ISLAND 432,301 384,611
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,368,538 1,217,569
SOUTH DAKOTA 561,230 499,317
TENNESSEE 1,682,091 1,496,532
TEXAS 0 0
UTAH 0 0
VERMONT 395,852 352,183
VIRGINIA 2,000,274 1,779,615
WASHINGTON 1,327,089 1,180,692
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0
WISCONSIN 0 0
WYOMING 1,022,806 909,977
SUBTOTAL 41,461,581 36,887,769
PUERTO RICO 514,039 456,981
TOTAL 41,975,620 37,344,750

NOTE: Puerto Rico Highway Program is an allocated program and is not treated as an

apportionment to the States.

ol



N4520.272 - TABLE 3

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

HIGH RISK RURAL ROADS (HRRR) SPECIAL RULE FUNDS AND ASSOCIATED
OBLIGATION LIMITATION FOR THE PERIOD BEGINNING ON OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND ENDING
ON OCTOBER 31, 2021, PURSUANT TO SECTION 148(g)(1) OF TITLE 23, UNITED STATES CODE

STATE

TOTAL
HRRR SPECIAL

RULE FUNDS

OBLIGATION
LIMITATION FOR

HRRR SPECIAL RULE

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA

A=
i

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

N
./A

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

|

DELAWARE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FLORIDA

(=3 ===l I=2 =1 i=1 =2 k=] =]

GEORGIA

HAWAII

/:
4
(=) ) [l [l fel e} Fav)l en )l Fan}

IDAHO

109,969

ILLINOIS

A 0

INDIANA

IOWA

KANSAS

NV o
6 ;
> 267,544

267,544

KENTUCKY

A\"4

LOUISIANA

MAINE

D
</

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA r~

NS
or

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

\J
MONTAN

.
NEBRASKA

NEVA -

NEW PSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

\NEW MEXICO

"o SNEW YORK

=1 ==k =1 =1 ==l =2 = =2 = =1 =2 k=l =2 =)

[=) [} [l f=l [ [l [l [l [l fe) fe) [l [l Ea)l [l K]

"\ NORTH CAROLINA

401,469

401,469

9~ NORTH DAKOTA

0

0

OHIO

0

0

OKLAHOMA

0

0

OREGON

207,243

207,243

PENNSYLVANIA

0

0

RHODE ISLAND

76,438

76,438

SOUTH CAROLINA

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

VIRGINIA

WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

(=2 == =1 =1 =2 =1 =R =2 =2 =)

[=] [=} [l [l [l [l (el [l [l [l fe)

TOTAL

1,062,663

1,062,663




U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

N4520.272 - TABLE 4

MINIMUM CONDITION OF NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM (NHS) BRIDGES PENALTY FUNDS
AND ASSOCIATED OBLIGATION LIMITATION FOR THE PERIOD BEGINNING ON OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND
ENDING ON OCTOBER 31, 2021, PURSUANT TO SECTION 119(f)(2)(A) OF TITLE 23, UNITED STATES CODE

STATE

TOTAL
NHS BRIDGES

PENALTY FUNDS

OBLIGATION
LIMITATION FOR

NHS BRIDGES PENALTY %

ALABAMA

ALASKA

R

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

N
£

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

Co
\ ¥4

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

=3 =1 =1 === i=l k=1 =}

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAIIL

¢
1

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

6,197,760

INDIANA

IOWA

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA

MAINE

MARYLAND

olo|o|o|o|Io |

MASSACHUSETTS

8,056,274

8,056,274

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

cY
\J

MISSOURI

MONTANA

o)

NEBRASKA

-

NEVADA

NEW HAMPS

NEW JERSEY

NEW NBXI€O

NEWSORK
H CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

+ "OHIO

OKLAHOMA

OREGON

v

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

2,975,11

2,975,11

SOUTH CAROLINA

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

VIRGINIA

WASHINGTON

=1 =1 ==l =l =l =l =l A = = = = = =i =l =l =l =l =l =1 =1 =1 =1 ==

ol|lo|o|Ic|ICo|o|o|o|lwn|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|Ic|Io|o|o|o|o|o|o|o

WEST VIRGINIA

3,110,452

3,110,452

WISCONSIN

0

0

WYOMING

0

0

TOTAL

20,339,601

20,339,601




U. S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

MINIMUM CONDITION OF INTERSTATE SYSTEM PENALTY FUNDS
AND ASSOCIATED OBLIGATION LIMITATION FOR THE PERIOD BEGINNING ON OCTOBER 1, 2021, AND
ENDING ON OCTOBER 31, 2021, PURSUANT TO SECTION 119(f)(1)(A) OF TITLE 23, UNITED STATES CODE

N4520.272 - TABN

STATE

INTERSTATE SYSTEM
PENALTY FUNDS

23 USC 119(H(1)(A)()

OBLIGATION LIMITATION
FOR INTERSTATE
SYSTEM PENALTY

23 USC 119(H(1)(A)(i)

INTERSTATE SYSTEM
PENALTY FUNDS

23 USC 119(H(1)(A)(ii)

OBLIGATION LIMITATION
FOR INTERSTATE
SYSTEM PENALTY

23 USC 119(f)(1)(A)(i)

TOTAL
INTERSTATE
SYSTEM

PENALTY FUNDS

TOTAL
ATION LIMITATION
INTERSTATE

y 3
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E: Puerto Rico Highway Program is an allocated program and is not treated as an apportionment to the States.






