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Executive Summary 
  
  
 Michigan’s extensive system of roads, highways, bridges and public transit provide the 
state’s residents, visitors and businesses with a high level of mobility. As the backbone of the 
Great Lakes State’s economy, Michigan’s surface transportation system continues to play a vital 
role in the health of the state’s economy.  The physical condition and efficiency of this network 
of roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems will be an important factor in the rate and 
effectiveness of Michigan’s economic recovery. 
 
 As Michigan looks to rebound from a significant economic downturn, it will need to 
modernize its surface transportation system by improving the physical condition of its 
transportation network and enhancing the system’s ability to provide efficient and reliable 
mobility to the state’s residents, visitors and businesses.  Making needed improvements to 
Michigan’s roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems would provide a significant boost 
to the state’s economy by stimulating short and long-term economic growth. 
 
          Numerous segments of Michigan’s surface transportation system have significant 
deterioration, are congested or crowded, and lack adequate capacity to provide reliable mobility, 
causing headaches for Michigan’s residents, visitors, businesses and state and local governments.  
This report looks at the condition and use of Michigan’s system of roads, highways, bridges and 
public transit systems and provides information on the state’s top 100 surface transportation 
headaches. 
 
Deficient roads, highways and bridges and crowded or congested roads, highways and 
transit routes in Michigan are causing the state’s residents, visitors and businesses, as well 
as state and local governments headaches in the from of lost time, increased vehicle 
operating costs and the financial burden of making needed transportation improvements.   
 

• TRIP has ranked Michigan’s top 100 surface transportation headaches, which include 24 
segments of the state’s major roads and highways that have significant levels of traffic 
congestion, eight heavily-crowded public transit routes, 40 sections of major roads or 
highways that have significant pavement deterioration and need to be reconstructed and 
28 major bridges in the state that have significant deficiencies and need to be rebuilt or 
reconstructed. 

 
• The top transportation headache in Michigan is a portion of Interstate 94 in Wayne and 

Macomb Counties that is severely congested during peak periods and needs to be 
widened to accommodate additional travel.  The remaining top five are severely 
congested portions of Interstate 696 and Interstate 96 in Oakland County, and portions of 
I-69 in Genesee County and I-75 in Monroe County that have significant deterioration 
and need to be reconstructed. 

 
• The top bridge headache in the state is a 51-year-old bridge on I-96 in Oakland County 

that needs to be replaced.  
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• The top transit headache in the state is the crowded Woodward and Woodward Express 
bus route in Wayne County, which is Michigan’s most heavily traveled transit route and 
is a route under considered for the construction of a light rail line.  

 
• The following table lists the top 20 surface transportation headaches in Michigan (each 

transportation segment is color-coded by type of deficiency). 
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• TRIP was able to rank Michigan’s top surface transportation headaches by giving each 
segment or facility an overall score, based on a scale that included points for categories, 
including:  volume of daily travel or ridership; the significance of the problem or 
deficiency; the importance of the route or facility to regional, interstate or international 
travel patterns; the importance of the route or facility to the regional economy; the cost to 
repair the deficiency; whether the facility or route served non-motorists and segments of 
society that typically have less access to mobility, such as the elderly, the disabled and 
people with lower incomes; the level of difficulty of using an alternate transportation 
route or mode; whether the facility provided an intermodal connection; and to what 
extent the deficiency had an impact on the environment.   

 With the state experiencing a significant economic downturn, the modernization of 
Michigan’s transportation system could play an important role in the state’s economic 
recovery by providing critically needed jobs in the short term and by improving the 
productivity and competitiveness of the state’s businesses in the long term.   

• With Michigan leading the nation in job losses since 2000 and the state tied for the 
highest rate of unemployment in the nation, the Great Lakes state faces a tremendous 
challenge in implementing a long-term economic recovery.  Since 2000, Michigan has 
lost 496,900 jobs and is tied with Rhode Island with the nation’s highest unemployment 
rate of 9.3 percent. 

• The efficiency of Michigan’s transportation system, particularly its highways, is critical 
to the health of the state’s economy. Businesses are increasingly reliant on an efficient 
and reliable transportation system to move products and services. A key component in 
business efficiency and success is the level and ease of access to customers, markets, 
materials and workers.   

• A 2007 analysis by the Federal Highway Administration found that every $1 billion 
invested in highway construction would support approximately 27,800 jobs, including 
approximately 9,500 in the construction sector, approximately 4,300 jobs in industries 
supporting the construction sector, and approximately 14,000 other jobs induced in non-
construction related sectors of the economy. 

• Three hundred and eighty-nine billion dollars in goods are shipped annually from sites in 
Michigan and another $407 billion in goods are shipped annually to sites in Michigan, 
mostly by truck. 

 
• Seventy-eight percent of the goods shipped annually from sites in Michigan are carried 

by trucks and another 12 percent are carried by courier services, which use trucks for part 
of the deliveries or by truck-rail combinations.  Similarly, 83 percent of the goods 
shipped to sites in Michigan are carried by trucks and another nine percent are carried by 
courier services, which use trucks for part of their deliveries or by truck-rail 
combinations.   

• Commercial trucking in Michigan is projected to increase 37 percent by 2020. 
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• Increasingly, companies are looking at the quality of a region’s transportation system 
when deciding where to re-locate or expand. Regions with congested or poorly 
maintained roads may see businesses relocate to areas with a smoother, more efficient 
transportation system. 

• Businesses have responded to improved communications and greater competition by 
moving from a push-style distribution system, which relies on low-cost movement of 
bulk commodities and large-scale warehousing, to a pull-style distribution system, which 
relies on smaller, more strategic and time-sensitive movement of goods.  

 

While the state’s economic downturn has eased some traffic congestion in the state, 
Michigan continues to experience congested urban streets and highways and crowded 
transit routes, which will likely worsen as Michigan’s economic recovery results in 
increased levels of travel in the state.   

 
• Michigan’s population reached 10.1 million in 2007, an increase of eight percent since 

1990. Michigan’s population is projected to increase to approximately 10.7 million 
residents by 2030, an increase of 6 percent. 

 
• Vehicle travel in Michigan increased by 28 percent from 1990 to 2006 – jumping from 

81.1 billion vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in 1990 to 104.2 billion VMT in 2006.  
 
• By 2030, vehicle travel in Michigan is projected to increase another 25 percent, to 

approximately 130 billion vehicle miles of travel. 
 
• From 1990 to 2007, Michigan’s gross domestic product, a measure of the state’s 

economic output, increased by 27 percent, when adjusted for inflation.  
 
• Thirty-nine percent of Michigan’s urban Interstates and other highways or freeways are 

considered congested, because they carry a level of traffic that is likely to result in 
significant delays during peak travel hours. 

 
• The average rush hour trip in Detroit takes approximately 29 percent longer to complete 

than during non-rush hour. According to a recent report by the Reason Foundation, by the 
year 2030, unless additional highway capacity is added, traffic congestion delays in 
Detroit will almost double, with the average rush hour trip taking 50 percent longer to 
complete than during non-rush hour. This level of traffic delay is equivalent to those 
currently experienced in Los Angeles and Chicago. 

  
• Unless capacity is added to the transportation system, travel delays in the Grand Rapids 

area will nearly triple and travel delays in the Lansing area will double. 
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One quarter of Michigan’s major roads are in poor condition and in need of significant 
repairs or reconstruction.  
 

• In 2007, 25 percent (21,581 of 84,554 miles) of Michigan’s major roads and highways 
were rated as having paved surfaces in poor condition. 

•  Roads rated in poor condition may show signs of deterioration, including rutting, cracks 
and potholes.  Roads rated in fair condition may show signs of significant wear and may 
also have some visible pavement distress. Most pavements in fair condition can be 
repaired by resurfacing, but some may need more extensive reconstruction to return them 
to good condition. 

• A desirable goal for state and local organizations that are responsible for road 
maintenance is to have 75 percent of major roads in good condition. Twenty-four percent 
of Michigan’s major roads are in good condition. 

 
• TRIP estimates that additional vehicle operating costs borne by Michigan motorists as a 

result of poor road conditions is $2.6 billion annually, or $455 per motorist in the Detroit 
urban area, $443 per motorist in the Grand Rapids urban area, $504 per motorist in the 
Lansing urban area and an average of $366 per motorist elsewhere in the state.  

 
Approximately one quarter – 26 percent - of bridges in Michigan show significant 
deterioration or do not meet current design standards. This includes all bridges that are 20 
feet or more in length and are maintained by state, local and federal agencies.  

• Approximately fifteen (14.5) percent of Michigan’s bridges were structurally deficient in 
2007 (the latest year for which data is available). A bridge is structurally deficient if there 
is significant deterioration of the bridge deck, supports or other major components. 
Structurally deficient bridges are often posted for lower weight or closed to traffic, 
restricting or redirecting large vehicles, including commercial trucks and emergency 
services vehicles. 

• Approximately twelve (11.9) percent of Michigan’s bridges were functionally obsolete in 
2007. Bridges that are functionally obsolete no longer meet current highway design 
standards, often because of narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor alignment.  

 

Sources of information for this study include the Michigan Department of Transportation 
(MDOT), the Detroit Department of Transportation, the Southeast Michigan Council of 
Governments (SEMCOG), the Washtenaw Area Transportation Study,  the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), the U.S. Census Bureau, the Reason Foundation and the Texas 
Transportation Institute (TTI).   

 

 

 

 



  

6 
 

 
 
 

Introduction 
 

Michigan’s system of roads, highways, bridges and public transit forms a vital 

transportation link for the state’s residents, visitors and businesses, providing daily access to 

homes, employment, shopping, recreation and customers.  Today, with the state experiencing a 

significant economic downturn, the modernization of Michigan’s transportation system could 

play an important role in the state’s economic recovery by providing critically needed jobs in the 

short term and by improving the productivity and competitiveness of the state’s businesses in the 

long term.  

Roads, highways, bridges and transit routes that are deteriorated are a headache for the 

state’s residents, visitors, businesses and governments because they hamper mobility and cause 

delays, reduce economic productivity and competitiveness, and increase costs of operating 

vehicles for individuals and businesses because of the increased wear and tear caused by 

deficient pavements. 

This report examines the condition and use of Michigan’s roads, highways and bridges 

and looks at the sections of the state’s roads, highways, bridges and transit systems that are the 

biggest headache because of deterioration, traffic congestion, overcrowding or lack of adequate 

capacity to meet the demand for reliable mobility in Michigan.  Sources of information for this 

study include the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT), The Detroit Department of 

Transportation, the Southeast Michigan Council of Governments (SEMCOG), the Washtenaw 

Area Transportation Study, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the U.S. Census 

Bureau, the Reason Foundation and the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI).   
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Population, Travel and Economic Trends in Michigan 

 

Michigan residents rely on a high level of personal and commercial mobility.  Despite an 

economic downturn that has impacted Michigan for several years, the state has still experienced 

population and economic growth, which has resulted in an increase in the demand for mobility 

and has resulted in a large increase in vehicle miles of travel in the Great Lakes State.  To 

maintain and improve the quality of life in Michigan and assist in the state’s economic recovery, 

it will be critical that the state invest in a well-maintained, modern transportation system that can 

accommodate future growth in population, tourism, vehicle travel and economic development. 

Despite a significant loss of jobs in the state since 2000, Michigan’s population still 

increased by eight percent between 1990 and 2007, increasing from approximately 9.3 million 

residents in 1990 to approximately 10.1 million residents in 2007.1  The population of Michigan 

is projected to increase by another six percent by 2030, to approximately 10.7 million residents, 

an increase of approximately 600,000 million people.2  

Despite a recent economic downturn, Michigan has still experienced significant 

economic growth since 1990.  From 1990 to 2007, Michigan’s gross domestic product (GDP), a 

measure of the state’s economic output, increased by 27 percent, when adjusted for inflation.3    

Population and economic growth in Michigan have resulted in a significant increase in 

vehicle travel in the state. From 1990 to 2006, annual vehicle miles of travel in Michigan 

increased by 28 percent, from 81.1 billion miles traveled annually to 104.2 billion miles traveled 

annually.4  Based on population and other lifestyle trends, TRIP estimates that travel on 

Michigan’s roads and highways will increase another 25 percent by 2030, to approximately 130 

billion miles of travel.5 
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Chart 1:  Population, GDP and Vehicle Travel increase in Michigan, 1990 to 2007 (1 = 1990 level)  
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Source:  TRIP analysis of federal data 

 

Condition of Michigan’s Roads 

 

          The life cycle of Michigan’s roads is greatly affected by the state's ability to perform 

timely maintenance and upgrades to ensure that road and highway surfaces last as long as 

possible. The pavement condition of the state's major roads is evaluated and classified as being 

in poor, mediocre, fair or good condition. 

Based on data collected by the Michigan Asset Management Council, in 2007, 25 percent 

of Michigan’s major roads (roads and highways eligible for federal funding) were rated in poor 

condition, providing motorists with a rough ride.6  Another 51 percent of the state’s major roads 

were found to be in fair condition.7   
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Roads rated poor may show signs of deterioration, including rutting, cracks and potholes.  

In some cases, poor roads can be resurfaced, but often are too deteriorated and must be 

reconstructed.   Roads rated in fair condition may show signs of significant wear and may also 

have some visible pavement distress. Most pavements in fair condition can be repaired by 

resurfacing, but some may need more extensive reconstruction to return them to good condition. 

A desirable goal for state and local organizations that are responsible for road 

maintenance is to keep 75 percent of major roads in good condition.8  In Michigan, 24 percent of 

the state’s major roads were rated in good condition in 2007.9  

 Pavement failure is caused by a combination of traffic, moisture and climate. Moisture 

often works its way into road surfaces and the materials that form the road’s foundation. Road 

surfaces at intersections are even more prone to deterioration because the slow-moving or 

standing loads occurring at these sites subject the pavement to higher levels of stress. It is critical 

that roads are fixed before they require major repairs because reconstructing roads costs 

approximately four times more than resurfacing them.10 

As roads and highways continue to age, they will reach a point of deterioration where 

routine paving and maintenance will not be adequate to keep pavement surfaces in good 

condition and instead more costly reconstruction of the roadway and its underlying surfaces will 

become necessary.   
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The Costs to Motorists of Roads in Inadequate Condition 

 

TRIP has calculated the additional cost to motorists of driving on roads in poor or 

unacceptable condition. When roads are in poor condition, which may include potholes, rutting 

or rough surfaces, the cost to operate and maintain a vehicle increases. These additional vehicle 

operating costs include accelerated vehicle depreciation, additional vehicle repair costs, 

increased fuel consumption and increased tire wear.  TRIP estimates that additional vehicle 

operating costs borne by Michigan motorists as a result of poor road conditions is $2.6 billion 

annually, $455 per motorist in the Detroit urban area, $443 per motorist in the Grand Rapids 

urban area, $504 per motorist in the Lansing urban area and an average of $366 per motorist 

elsewhere in the state.  

Additional vehicle operating costs have been calculated in the Highway Development 

and Management Model (HDM), which is recognized by the U.S. Department of Transportation 

and more than 100 other countries as the definitive analysis of the impact of road conditions on 

vehicle operating costs. The HDM report is based on numerous studies that have measured the 

impact of various factors, including road conditions, on vehicle operating costs.11  

    The HDM study found that road deterioration increases ownership, repair, fuel and tire 

costs. The report found that deteriorated roads accelerate the pace of depreciation of vehicles and 

the need for repairs because the stress on the vehicle increases in proportion to the level of 

roughness of the pavement surface. Similarly, tire wear and fuel consumption increase as roads 

deteriorate since there is less efficient transfer of power to the drive train and additional friction 

between the road and the tires. 
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           TRIP’s additional vehicle operating cost estimate is based on taking the average number of 

miles driven annually by a region’s driver, calculating current vehicle operating costs based on 

AAA’s 2007 vehicle operating costs and then using the HDM model to estimate the additional 

vehicle operating costs paid by drivers as a result of substandard roads.12 Additional research on 

the impact of road conditions on fuel consumption by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) is 

also factored into TRIP’s vehicle operating cost methodology. 

 

Bridge Conditions in Michigan  

 
Michigan’s bridges form key links in the state’s highway system, providing communities 

and individuals access to employment, schools, shopping and medical facilities, and facilitating 

commerce and access for emergency vehicles. 

In 2007, the latest year for which data are available, 26 percent of Michigan’s bridges (20 

feet or longer) were rated as structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.  Approximately 15 

(14.5) percent of Michigan’s bridges (20 feet or longer) were rated structurally deficient.13 A 

bridge is structurally deficient if there is significant deterioration of the bridge deck, supports or 

other major components. Bridges that are structurally deficient may be posted for lower weight 

limits or closed if their condition warrants such action. Deteriorated bridges can have a 

significant impact on daily life. Restrictions on vehicle weight may cause many vehicles – 

especially emergency vehicles, commercial trucks, school buses and farm equipment – to use 

alternate routes to avoid posted bridges. Redirected trips also lengthen travel time, waste fuel and 

reduce the efficiency of the local economy.  
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Approximately 12 (11.9) percent of Michigan’s bridges were rated functionally obsolete 

in 2007.14  Bridges that are functionally obsolete no longer meet current highway design 

standards, often because of narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor alignment.   

The service life of bridges can be extended by performing routine maintenance such as 

resurfacing decks, painting surfaces, ensuring that a facility has good drainage and replacing 

deteriorating components.  But, most bridges will eventually require more costly reconstruction 

or major rehabilitation to remain operable.   

 

Traffic Congestion in Michigan 

 

While the state’s economic downturn has eased some traffic congestion in the state, 

Michigan continues to experience congested urban streets and highways, which will likely 

worsen as Michigan’s economic recovery leads to increased levels of travel in the state.  

In 2006, the latest year for which data is available, 39 percent of Michigan’s urban 

highways were congested, carrying traffic volumes that result in significant rush hour delays.15 

Highways that carry high levels of traffic are also more vulnerable to experiencing significant 

traffic delays as a result of crashes or other incidents.  

Traffic congestion in Michigan’s largest urban area is likely to worsen significantly 

unless the state is able to improve its transportation system. The average rush hour trip in the 

Detroit area takes approximately 29 percent longer to complete than during non-rush hour.16 

According to the Reason Foundation, by the year 2030, unless additional highway capacity is 

added, traffic congestion delays will nearly double, with the travel time index increasing to 1.50, 
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meaning the average rush hour trip in the Detroit area will take 50 percent longer to complete 

than during non-rush hour.17 This level of traffic delay is equivalent to those currently 

experienced in Los Angeles and Chicago.  

Unless capacity is added to the transportation system, travel delays in the Grand Rapids 

area will nearly triple by 2030, while delays in the Lansing area will double.18  

The following chart shows the current travel time index for key urban areas in Michigan, 

and the projected travel time index in 2030 if additional highway or transit capacity is not added 

in these regions. (A travel time index of 1.20 indicates that a trip taken during peak hours would 

take 20 percent longer than a trip taken during non-rush hours.)  

Chart 2. Current and projected travel delays in Michigan urban areas 

Urban Area Current Travel Time Index 2030 Travel Time Index 
Detroit 1.29 1.50 
Grand Rapids 1.10 1.28 
Lansing 1.05 1.11 

 

Source: Texas Transportation Institute and the Reason Foundation 

 

Michigan’s Top 100 Transportation Headaches 

 

          Deteriorated roads, deficient bridges, overburdened transit routes, and congested highways 

cause headaches to residents, visitors, businesses and local and state governments.  Deficient or 

congested transportation routes or facilities result in delays, reduce economic efficiency, limit 

economic development opportunities and represent an economic liability in the form of the cost 

of correcting a deficiency. 

          To, to determine which portions of the state’s surface transportation system were causing 

the biggest headaches to Michigan’s residents, visitors and state and local governments, TRIP 
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gathered information from state, regional and local departments of transportation about sections 

of their roadway and transit systems.  Information requested by TRIP for each section of road, 

highway, bridge or transit system included the severity of the problem, the improvement needed 

to resolve the problem, the cost to alleviate the problem, the amount of daily vehicle travel or 

transit riders, and the level of importance of the facility to regional, interstate and international 

travel patterns.     

          TRIP then gave each transportation segment or facility an overall score, based on a scale 

that provided points for categories, including:   

 volume of daily travel or ridership. 

 the significance of the problem or deficiency. 

 the importance of the route or facility to regional, interstate or international travel 

patterns. 

 the importance of the route or facility to the regional economy. 

 the cost to repair the deficiency. 

 whether the facility or route served non-motorists and segments of society that typically 

have less access to mobility, such as the elderly, the disabled and people with lower 

incomes. 

 the level of difficulty of using an alternate transportation route or mode. 

 whether the facility provided an intermodal connection. 

 to what extent the deficiency had an impact on the environment. 

          A more detailed description of the methodology can be found in Appendix A.  By giving 

each surface transportation route or facility a numerical grade in each category, TRIP was then 

able to rank Michigan’s top 100 transportation headaches. 
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           TRIP’s ranking of Michigan’s top 100 surface transportation headaches include 24 

segments of the state’s major roads and highways that have significant levels of traffic 

congestion during peak travel periods, eight heavily-crowded public transit routes, 40 sections of 

major roads or highways that have significant pavement deterioration and need to be 

reconstructed, and 28 major bridges in the state that have significant deficiencies and need to be 

rebuilt or reconstructed. 

           The top transportation headache in Michigan is a portion of Interstate 94 in Wayne and 

Macomb Counties that is severely congested during peak periods and needs to be widened to 

accommodate additional travel.  The remaining top five are severely congested portions of 

Interstate 696 and Interstate 96 in Oakland County, and portions of I-69 in Genesee County and 

I-75 in Monroe County that have significant deterioration and need to be reconstructed.   The top 

bridge headache in the state is a 51-year-old bridge on I-96 in Oakland County that needs to be 

replaced. 

           The top transit headache in the state is the crowded Woodward and Woodward Express 

bus route in Wayne County, which is Michigan’s most heavily traveled transit route and is being 

considered for the construction of a light rail line.  

            The following chart indicates Michigan’s top 100 surface transportation headaches.  

Additional information for each route can be found in Appendix A.  The key for information for 

each segment is color-coded, depending on whether the headache is as segment of deficient 

pavement, a deficient bridge, a congested roadway or a transit deficiency.  
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Chart 3.  Michigan’s Top 100 Surface Transportation Headaches  

 



  

17 
 

 
 
 

 



  

18 
 

 
 
 

 



  

19 
 

 
 
 

Importance of Transportation to Economic Recovery and Growth 

           

          With Michigan leading the nation in job losses since 2000 and the state tied with Rhode 

Island for the highest rate of unemployment in the nation, the Great Lakes State faces a 

tremendous challenge in implementing a long-term economic recovery.  Since 2000, Michigan 

has lost 496,900 jobs and in October 2008, had an unemployment rate of 9.3 percent, which is 

tied with Rhode Island as the nation’s highest unemployment rate19.   

          The condition and efficiency of a region’s transportation system can be a critical factor in 

the extent and rate of a region’s economic growth.  The level of mobility provided by a region’s 

network of roads, bridges, highways and public transit systems has a significant impact on the 

productivity of a region’s businesses.  The physical condition of a region’s transportation 

infrastructure also has a significant impact on the cost of transportation to individuals and 

businesses and provides an important signal to potential employers of a region’s commitment to 

maintaining its local transportation system    

          Investment in transportation can also provide a significant stimulus to a region’s economy 

by supporting numerous jobs both in construction and related industries as well as in other 

sectors of a local economy.     

The new culture of business demands that an area have well-maintained and efficient 

roads, highways and bridges if it is to remain economically competitive. The advent of modern 

national and global communications and the impact of free trade in North America and 

elsewhere have resulted in a significant increase in freight movement. Consequently, the quality 

of a region’s transportation system has become a key component in a business’s ability to 

compete locally, nationally and internationally.    
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Businesses have responded to improved communications and the need to cut costs with a 

variety of innovations including just-in-time delivery, increased small package delivery, demand-

side inventory management and by accepting customer orders through the Internet. The result of 

these changes has been a significant improvement in logistics efficiency as firms move away 

from a push-style distribution system, which relies on large-scale warehousing of materials, to a 

pull-style distribution system, which relies on smaller, more strategic movement of goods.  These 

improvements have made mobile inventories the norm, resulting in the nation’s trucks literally 

becoming rolling warehouses. 

The condition and level of congestion and delays on Michigan’s major highways and 

transit routes will be an important factor in the speed and scope of the state’s economic recovery.  

When an economy expands, it creates jobs and increases consumer confidence, and as a result 

the demand for consumer and business products grows. In turn, manufacturers ship greater 

quantities of goods to market to meet this demand, a process that adds to truck traffic on the 

state’s highways and major arterial roads.  

Every year, $389 billion in goods are shipped from sites in Michigan and another $407 

billion in goods are shipped to sites in Michigan, mostly by trucks.20  Seventy-nine percent of the 

goods shipped annually from sites in Michigan are carried by trucks and another 12 percent are 

carried by courier services, which use trucks for part of their deliveries, or by a combination of 

truck and rail.  Similarly, 83 percent of the goods shipped to sites in Michigan are carried by 

trucks and another nine percent are carried by courier services, which use trucks for part of their 

deliveries or by truck and rail.21   

 Trucking is a crucial part of Michigan’s economy, as commercial trucks move goods 

from sites across the state to markets inside and outside the state. Commercial truck travel in 
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Michigan is expected to increase significantly over the next two decades. Based on federal 

projections, TRIP estimates that commercial trucking will increase by 37 percent in Michigan by 

the year 2020.22  

          Expenditures on highway construction and similar transportation construction jobs have 

also been found to have a significant positive impact on employment.  A 2007 analysis by the 

Federal Highway Administration found that every $1 billion invested in highway construction 

would support approximately 27,800 jobs, including approximately 9,500 in the construction 

sector, approximately 4,300 jobs in industries supporting the construction sector, and 

approximately 14,000 other jobs induced in non-construction related sectors of the economy.23  

 

Conclusion 

 

Michigan’s residents, visitors and businesses are afflicted with numerous transportation 

headaches as they travel to work, school, shopping, or make deliveries.  Eliminating these 

headaches by improving the condition of roads, highways and bridges and improving many of 

the state’s major roads, highways and public transit routes will be an effective step in solving 

many of Michigan’s current economic woes. 

As Michigan looks to rebound from a significant economic downturn in the state, it will 

need to modernize its surface transportation system by improving the physical condition of its 

transportation network and also by improving the system’s ability to provide efficient and 

reliable mobility to the state’s residents, visitors and businesses.  Making needed improvements 
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to Michigan’s roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems would provide a significant 

boost to the state’s economy by stimulating short and long-term economic growth. 

 As Michigan looks to build a thriving, growing and dynamic state, it will be critical that it 

is able to provide a 21st century network of roads, highways, bridges and public transit that can 

accommodate the mobility demands of a modern society. 

### 
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Appendix A.  Michigan’s Top 100 Surface Transportation Headaches  
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