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The Honotable Brad Henry
Governot

Office of Governor Brad Henty
State Capitol Building

2300 Notth Lincoln Blvd., Suitc 212
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

Dear Govemor Henry:

The Committee on Transpottation and Infrastructure is committed to ensuring that funds
provided pursuant to the Ametican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (P.L. 111-5) (Recovety
Act) atc invested quickly, cfficiently, and in hatmony with the job-cteating putposes of the Act.
Throughout development of the Recovery Act, I emphasized the importance of sanspatency and
accountability and ensuted that the transportation and infrassucture provisions ate subject to the
most rigorous transparency and accountability requitements of the Act.’

Just 13 days after the Recovery Act was signed into law, the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) provided Fedetal-aid highway formula funding allocations to each of the States. With this
allocation, States were authotized to proceed to bidding and conssuction of approved projects. On
that satne day, March 2, 2009, the State of Matyland received approval for a highway project,
awarded the conract, and issued the notice to proceed. Work began on the resutfacing project later
that week.

Ovet the past five months, almost all States have moved forward aggtessively to use the
highway funds provided under the Recovety Act to create and sustain family-wage jobs, conttibute
to out nation’s long-term economic growth, and help the United States recover from the worst
recession since the Gtreat Depression.

Commendably, Oklahoma has the third best record among all States. Based on the
State progress reports submitted to the Committee in July 2009, Oklahoma is leading other
States in putting to work its Recoverty Act highway formula funds. According to

* See P.L. 111-5,§ 1201. In addition to the statutory reporting requirements of the Recovery Act, the Committee has
requested and received transparency and accountability inforination on implementation ef the wansportation and
infrassucturc provisions of thc Recovery Act from Federal agencies, States, mettopolitan planning organizations, and
public transit agencies. Those tecipients have reported regulatly to the Committee. The Committee has also held four
oversight heatings on implementation of the Recovety Act.
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submissions recetved from all States and the District of Columbia, your State ranks 3 out of
517 based on an analysis of the percentage of Recovery Act highway formula funds put out
to bid, under conttact, and underway.” As ofJune 30, Oklahoma had begun consttuction of
projects totaling 53 percent of the State’s funding.

I expect that your State will continue to keep up the good work and serve as a model
for other States around the nation.

Thank you for your effotts.

Sincerely,

Qhersd~r—

| James L. Oberstar, M.C.
/ Chairman

2 These rankings include the 50 States and the District of Columbia. The rankings do not include the Tesritories.

3 According to the State’s submission, as of June 30, 2009, 81.1 percent of Oklahoma’s Recovety Act highway formula
funds ate out to hid, 73.8 petcent of funds ate under conwact, and 52.9 percent of funds are underway. Nationally, 48.8
percent of Recovery Act highway fortnula funds ate out to bid, 32.1 percent of funds are under contract, and 22.9
petcent of funds ate underway.
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