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Source: World Economic Forum Global Competitiveness Report, Source: World Economic Forum Global Competitiveness Report, 20102010--20112011
Note:  Overall infrastructure includes transport, telecom, and energy.Note:  Overall infrastructure includes transport, telecom, and energy.
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InfrastructureInfrastructure GradeGrade

AviationAviation DD

BridgesBridges CC

RailRail CC--RailRail CC--

RoadsRoads DD--

TransitTransit DD

I f t tI f t tInfrastructure Infrastructure 
GPAGPA

DD

Source:  American Society of Civil Engineers, 2009Source:  American Society of Civil Engineers, 2009



Investment in Infrastructure, R&D,Investment in Infrastructure, R&D,
and Education as % of GDPand Education as % of GDP

Source:  OMBSource:  OMB
Note:  Total investment outlays for major physical capital, research and development, andNote:  Total investment outlays for major physical capital, research and development, and
education and training.  2011 and 2012 estimates under President Obama's FY 2012 Budget.education and training.  2011 and 2012 estimates under President Obama's FY 2012 Budget.
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Source:  CBOSource:  CBO
Note:  Highway Trust Fund outlays from HighwayNote:  Highway Trust Fund outlays from Highway
and Mass Transit accounts under CBO baseline.and Mass Transit accounts under CBO baseline.
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