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The bonding issue is of great concern to everyone. Ih order, to gain a better
understanding of this problem, the American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials has proposed that a research project be developed



under the National Cooperative Highway Research Program. The project is
proposed to be titled "Innovative and Alternate Bond and Insurance Coverage
for Highway Construction Contracts." We support this initiative, and if
funded, we hope that it will provide meaningful information which may be

used to mitigate the bonding problem.
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