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STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

ALL SYSTEMS

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19  URBAN TOTAL
ALLEGANY 31.31 11.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 43.09 8.96 0.00 9.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.71 61.80
ANNE ARUNDEL 13.41 8.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.64 21.19 49.45 14.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 84.98 106.62
BALTIMORE 19.56 11.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 30.93 69.11 17.62 11.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 97.86 128.79
CALVERT 0.00 41.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.99
CAROLINE 0.00 17.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.37
CARROLL 1.61 30.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 32.03 0.00 0.00 5.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.63 37.66
CECIL 17.16 15.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 33.14 1.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.34 34.48
CHARLES 0.00 37.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 37.76 0.00 0.00 16.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.55 54.31
DORCHESTER 0.00 15.22 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.00 156.22 0.00 0.00 1.68 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.68 16.90
FREDERICK 32.60 46.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 79.32 6.86 6.42 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.00 13.76 93.08
GARRETT 31.78 28.49 11.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.74
HARFORD 13.06 15.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 28.43 5.33 9.57 4.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.65 48.08
HOWARD 13.59 9.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22,66 17.47 28.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 45.77 68.43
KENT 0.00 8.79 0.00 ' 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.79
MONTGOMERY 5.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.93 35.89 5.92 10.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 51.97 §7.90
PRINCE GEORGE'S 1.27 18.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.51 45.69 52.77 18.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 116.64 136.16
QUEEN ANNE'S 0.00 47.92 9.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 517265 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 57.55
ST. MARY'S 0.00 21.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.15 0.00 0.00 7.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.80 28.95
SOMERSET 0.00 20.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.28
TALBOT 0.00 25.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.06 0.00 0.00 5.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.15 30.21
WASHINGTON 45.70 2.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 48.60 13.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.75 62.35
WICOMICO 0.00 40.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.96 0.00 4.93 1.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.02 46.98
WORCESTER 0.00 62.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 62.08 0.00 5.82 7.01 0.00 0.00 0.07 12.90 74.98
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 28.55 7.47 17.26 0.76 0.00 0.00 54.04 54.04
TOTAL 226.98 536.52 21.10 0.00 0.00 0.63 785.23 25414 188.27 130.48 0.76 0.48 0.07 574.20 1,359.43

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9- LOCAL 19 - LOCAL






STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 13- URBAN TOTAL
ALLEGANY 31.31 11.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 43.09 8.96 0.00 9.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.71 61.80
ANNE ARUNDEL 13.41 8.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.64 20.39 37.59 13.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.46 93.10
BALTIMORE 17.32 11.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 28.69 57.59 10.35 10.46 0.00 0.00 0.00 78.40 107.09
CALVERT 0.00 41.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.99
CAROLINE 0.00 17.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.37
CARROLL 1.61 30.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 32.03 0.00 0.00 5.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.63 37.66
CECIL 0.00 15.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 156.98
CHARLES 0.00 35.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.59 0.00 0.00 16.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.55 52.14
DORCHESTER 0.00 156.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.22 0.00 0.00 1.68 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.68 16.90
FREDERICK 32.60 46.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 79.32 6.86 6.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.28 92.60
GARRETT 31.78 28.49 11.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.74
HARFORD 0.00 15.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.37 0.00 9.57 4.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.32 29.69
HOWARD 13.59 9.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.66 17.47 27.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 44.75 67.41
KENT 0.00 8.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.79
MONTGOMERY 5.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 593 35.89 5.92 10.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 51.97 57.90
PRINCE GEORGES 1.27 18.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.51 45.69 38.81 13.84 0.00 0.00 0.00 98.34 117.85
QUEEN ANNES 0.00 45.39 9.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.02
ST MARYS 0.00 21.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.15 0.00 0.00 7.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.80 28.95
SOMERSET 0.00 20.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.28
TALBOT 0.00 25.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.06 0.00 0.00 5.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 515 30.21
WASHINGTON 45.70 2.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 47.97 13.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.75 61.72
WICOMICO 0.00 40.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.96 0.00 493 1.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.02 46.98
WORCESTER 0.00 62.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 62.08 0.00 582 7.01 0.00 0.00 0.07 12.90 74.98
TOTAL 194.52 531.82 21.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 74744 20660 146.69 107.35 0.00 0.00 0.07 460.71 1,208.15

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9-LOCAL 19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

STATE TOLL

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 1 12 14 16 17 18 URBAN TOTAL
ANNE ARUNDEL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.80 5.66 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.46 6.46
BALTIMORE 2.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 224 11.52 7.27 0.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.46 21.70
CECIL 17.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.16 1.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.34 18.50
CHARLES 0.00 217 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 217 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 217
HARFORD 13.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.06 5.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.33 18.39
HOWARD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.02 1.02
QUEEN ANNE'S 0.00 2.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 253 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.53
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.71 3.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 24.94 24.94
TOTAL 32.46 4.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 37.16 40.70 17.18 0.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 58.55 95.71

EUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9 - LOCAL 19 - LOCAL






STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE
COUNTY, MUNICIPAL, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, AND MILITARY RESERVATION

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19  URBAN TOTAL
ANNE ARUNDEL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.20 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.06 7.06
FREDERICK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.00 0.48 0.48
PRINCE GEORGE'S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.96 4.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.30 18.30
WASHINGTON 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 0.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.84 4.24 17.26 0.76 0.00 0.00 29.10 29.10
TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 0.63 6.84 24.40 22.46 0.76 0.48 0.00 54.94 55.57

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1- INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9 - LOCAL 19 - LOCAL







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

LANE MILES BY COUNTY







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM LANE MILEAGE

ALL SYSTEMS

TOTAL TOTAL  GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 1 12 14 16 17 19 URBAN TOTAL
ALLEGANY 14578  25.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17152 42.22 0.00 2112 0.00 0.00 0.00 63.34 234.86
ANNE ARUNDEL 6546 3292 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9838 11024 22084  61.31 0.00 0.00 000 39239 490.77
BALTIMORE 8834 3551 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 12385 42532 67.81 4098 0.00 0.00 0.00  534.11 657.96
CALVERT 0.00 15553 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 155.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 155.53
CAROLINE 0.00 4464 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4464 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 44.64
CARROLL 966  73.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 8274 0.00 000 2185 0.00 0.00 0.00 2185 104.59
CECIL 102.96  38.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 140.99 8.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.04 149.03
CHARLES 0.00 129.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 120.86 0.00 000 69.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 69.10 198.96
DORCHESTER 0.00 60.88 0.00 0.00 0.00 000  60.88 0.00 0.00 8.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.82 69.70
FREDERICK 16367 163.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 326.89 3032 2568 000  0.00 1.14 0.00 57.14 384.03
GARRETT 15482 6431 2294 0.00 0.00 000 242.07 0.00 0.00 000  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 242,07
HARFORD 8492  39.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 124.03 3353 3734 1066 0.00 0.00 0.00 81.53 205.56
HOWARD 7880  19.95 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 9875  119.36 118.31 000  0.00 0.00 000  237.67 336.42
KENT 000 35.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 3516 0.00 0.00 000  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.16
MONTGOMERY 2372 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 2372 28145 3518  58.02 0.00 0.00 000  374.65 398.37
PRINCE GEORGE'S 762 7882 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8644 34299 24365 6825 0.00 0.00 000  654.89 741.33
QUEEN ANN'S 000 20941 19.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 22867 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 228.67
ST. MARY'S 000 8294 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 8294 0.00 000  26.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 26.34 109.28
SOBEREST 000 81.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8112 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 81.12
TALBOT 000  91.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  91.00 0.00 000 2060  0.00 0.00 0.00 20.60 111.60
WASHINGTON 192.67 Tl 0.00 0.00 0.00 126 20164 55.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.00 256.64
WICOMICO 000 164.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 164.18 0.00 2202 5.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 27.47 191.65
WORCESTER 0.00 188.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 18813 000 1203 3256 0.00 0.00 0.14 4473 232.86
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 16627 3651 8386 3.64 0.00 000 29028 290.28
TOTAL 111842 1,821.25 42.20 0.00 0.00 1.26 2,983.13 1,614.74 81937 528.92 3.64 114 014 2,967.95 5,951.08

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES
RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE
2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR
8 - MINOR COLLECTOR
9 - LOCAL

11- INTERSTATE

12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

17 - COLLECTOR

19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM LANE MILEAGE
STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19 URBAN TOTAL
ALLEGANY 145.78 25.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 171.52 42.22 0.00 21.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 63.34 234.86
ANNE ARUNDEL 65.46 32.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 98.38 107.04 171.74 57.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 336.65 435.03
BALTIMORE 70.42 35.51 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 105.93 348.20 43.88 39.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 431.72 §37.65
CALVERT 0.00 155.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 15553 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 155.53
CAROLINE 0.00 4464 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4464 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 44.64
CARROLL 9.66 73.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 82.74 0.00 0.00 21.85 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.85 104.59
CECIL 0.00 38.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.03
CHARLES 0.00 125.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 125.25 0.00 0.00 69.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 69.10 194.35
DORCHESTER 0.00 60.88 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60.88 0.00 0.00 8.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.82 69.70
FREDERICK 163.67 163.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 326.89 30.32 25.68 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 56.00 382.89
GARRETT 154.82 64.31 22.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 242.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 242.07
HARFORD 0.00 39.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 39.11 0.00 37.34 10.66 0.00 0.00 0.00 48.00 87.11
HOWARD 78.80 19.95 ° 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 98.75 119.36 114.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 233.92 332.67
KENT 0.00 35.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.16
MONTGOMERY 23.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.72 281.45 35.18 58.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 374.65 398.37
PRINCE GEORGE'S 7.62 78.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 86.44 34299 184.98 55.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 583.16 669.60
QUEEN ANN'S 000 196.65 19.26 0.00 0.00 000 21591 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 215.91
ST. MARY'S 0.00 82.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 82.94 0.00 0.00 26.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 26.34 109.28
SOMERSET 0.00 81.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 81.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 81.12
TALBOT 0.00 91.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 91.00 0.00 0.00 20.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.60 111.60
WASHINGTON 192.67 7.71 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 200.38 §5.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 55.00 255.38
WICOMICO 0.00 164.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 164.18 0.00 22.02 5.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 27.47 191.65
WORCESTER 0.00 188.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 188.13 0.00 12.03 32.56 0.00 0.00 0.14 44.73 232.86
TOTAL 912.62 1,803.88 42.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,758.70 1,326.58 647.41 427.22 0.00 0.00 0.14 2,401.35 5,160.05

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES
RURAL URBAN

1- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

6 - MINOR ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR
8 - MINOR COLLECTOR
9-LOCAL

11- INTERSTATE

12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

17 - COLLECTOR

19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM LANE MILEAGE

STATE TOLL

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19  URBAN TOTAL
ANNE ARUNDEL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.20 24.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 27.50 27.50
BALTIMORE 17.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.92 77.12 23.93 1.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 102.39 120.31
CECIL 102.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 102.96 8.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.04 111.00
CHARLES 0.00 4.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.61
HARFORD 84.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 84.92 33.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 33.53 118.45
HOWARD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.75 3.76
QUEEN ANNE'S 0.00 12.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.76
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 125.77 12.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 138.69 138.69
TOTAL 205.80 17.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22317 247.66 64.90 1.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 313.90 537.07

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL

1- INTERSTATE
2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR
8 - MINOR COLLECTOR
9-LOCAL

URBAN

11- INTERSTATE

12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

17 - COLLECTOR

19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM LANE MILEAGE
COUNTY, MUNICIPAL, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, AND MILITARY RESERVATION

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19° URBAN TOTAL
ANNE ARUNDEL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 24.80 344 0.00 0.00 0.00 28.24 28.24
FREDERICK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.14 0.00 1.14 114
PRINCE GEORGE'S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 58.67 13.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 71.73 71.73
WASHINGTON 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26 1.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26
BALTIMORE CITY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.50 23.59 83.86 3.64 0.00 0.00 151.59 151.59
TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26 1.26 40.50 107.06 100.36 3.64 114 0.00 252.70 253.96

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9-LOCAL 19 - LOCAL







1995 |
NATIONAL HIGHWAY

SYSTEM

MILLIONS OF ANNUAL
VEHICLE MILES OF
TRAVEL BY COUNTY







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM TRAVEL - MILLIONS OF ANNUAL VEHICLE MILES

ALL SYSTEMS
TOTAL TOTAL  GRAND
FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19 URBAN  TOTAL
ALLEGANY 156 31 0 0 0 0 187 81 0 38 0 0 0 119 306
ANNE ARUNDEL 250 120 0 0 0 0 370 596 958 270 0 0 0 1,824 2,194
BALTIMORE 324 88 0 0 0 0 412 2,902 237 94 0 0 0 3,233 3,645
CALVERT 0 314 0 0 0 0 314 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 314
CAROLINE 0 54 0 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54
CARROLL 21 194 0 0 0 0 215 0 0 75 0 0 0 75 290 i
CECIL 432 38 0 0 0 0 470 32 0 0 0 0 0 32 502
CHARLES 0 289 0 0 0 0 289 0 0 210 0 0 0 210 499
DORCHESTER 0 102 0 0 0 0 102 0 0 14 0 0 0 14 116
FREDERICK 538 304 0 0 0 0 842 135 126 0 0 0.0 0 261 1,103
GARRETT 139 58 12 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 209 R
HARFORD 404 62 0 0 0 0 466 182 89 30 0 0 0 301 767 -
HOWARD 216 44 0 0 0 0 260 807 432 0 0 0 0 1,239 1,499
KENT 0 28 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 G
MONTGOMERY 132 0 0 0 0 0 132 2,000 102 167 0 0 0 2,269 2,401
PRINCE GEORGE'S 27 236 0 0 0 0 263 2,421 995 191 0 0 0 3,607 3,870 :
QUEEN ANNE'S 0 396 7 0 0 0 403 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 403
ST. MARY'S 0 130 0 0 0 0 130 0 0 72 0 0 0 72 202
SOMERSET 0 129 0 0 0 0 129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 129
TALBOT 0 183 0 0 0 0 183 0 0 54 0 0 0 54 237
WASHINGTON 435 13 0 0 0 0.0 448 200 0 0 0 0 0 200 648
WICOMICO 0 256 0 0 0 0 256 0 42 13 0 0 0 55 31
WORCESTER 0 210 0 0 0 0 210 0 28 56 0 0 0.0 84 294
BALTIMORE CITY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 831 95 209 4 0 0 1,139 1,139
TOTAL 3,074 3,279 19 0 0 0.0 6,372 10,187 3,104 1,493 4 0.0 00 14,788 21,160
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES
RURAL URBAN
1- INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE
2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS

6 - MINOR ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR
8 - MINOR COLLECTOR
9- LOCAL

14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

17 - COLLECTOR

19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM TRAVEL - MILLIONS OF ANNUAL VEHICLE MILES
STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

TOTAL TOTAL GRAND

FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 19 URBAN TOTAL
ALLEGANY 156 31 0 0 0 0 187 81 0 38 0 0 0 119 306
ANNE ARUNDEL 250 120 0 0 0 0 370 586 741 261 0 0 0 1,588 1,958
BALTIMORE 214 88 0 0 0 0 302 2,407 186 93 0 0 0 2,686 2,988
CALVERT 0 314 0 0 0 0 314 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 314
CAROLINE 0 54 0 0 0 0 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54
CARROLL 21 194 0 0 0 0 215 0 0 75 0 0 0 75 290
CECIL 0 38 0 0 0 0 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38
CHARLES 0 279 0 0 0 0 279 0 0 210 0 0 0 210 489
DORCHESTER 0 102 0 0 0 0 102 0 0 14 0 0 0 14 116
FREDERICK 538 304 0 0 0 0 842 135 126 0 0 0 0 261 1,103
GARRETT 139 58 12 0 0 0 209 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 209
HARFORD 0 62 0 0 0 0 62 0 89 30 0 0 0 119 181
HOWARD 216 44 0 0 0 0 260 807 428 0 0 0 0 1,235 1,495
KENT 0 28 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28
MONTGOMERY 132 0 0 0 0 0 132 2,000 102 167 0 0 0 2,269 2,401
PRINCE GEORGE'S 27 236 0 0 0 0 263 2,421 679 157 0 0 0 3,257 3,520
QUEEN ANNE'S 0 345 7 0 0 0 352 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 352
ST. MARY'S 0 130 0 0 0 0 130 0 0 72 0 0 0 72 202
SOMERSET 0 129 0 0 0 0 129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 129
TALBOT 0 183 0 0 0 0 183 0 0 54 0 0 0 54 237
WASHINGTON 435 13 0 0 0 0 448 200 0 0 0 0 0 200 648
WICOMICO 0 256 0 0 0 0 256 0 42 13 0 0 0 55 31
WORCESTER 0 210 0 0 0 0 210 0 28 56 0 0 0 84 294
TOTAL 2,128 3,218 19 0 0 0 5,365 8,637 2,421 1,240 0 0 0.0 12,298 17,663

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES

RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE 11- INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL 14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR 16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR 17 - COLLECTOR

9 -LOCAL 19 - LOCAL







STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
1995 NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM TRAVEL - MILLIONS OF ANNUAL VEHICLE MILES

STATE TOLL
TOTAL TOTAL GRAND
FUNCTIONAL CLASS 1 2 6 7 8 9 RURAL 11 12 14 16 17 “19  URBAN TOTAL
ANNE ARUNDEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 79 0 0 0 0 89 89
BALTIMORE 110 0 0 0 0 0 110 495 51 1 0 0 0 547 657
CECIL 432 0 0 0 0 0 432 32 0 0 0 0 0 32 464
CHARLES 0 10 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10
HARFORD 404 0 0 0 0 0 404 182 0 0 0 0 0 182 586
HOWARD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 3
QUEEN ANNE'S 0 52 0 0 0 0 52 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52
BALTIMORE CITY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 639 35 0 0 0 0 674 674
TOTAL 946 62 0 0 0 0 1008 1358 168 1 0 0 0 1527 2,535
FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION CODES
RURAL URBAN

1 - INTERSTATE

2 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
6 - MINOR ARTERIAL

7 - MAJOR COLLECTOR

8 - MINOR COLLECTOR

9 - LOCAL

11- INTERSTATE

12 - OTHER FREEWAYS & EXPRESSWAYS
14 - OTHER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL

16 - MINOR ARTERIAL

17 - COLLECTOR

19 - LOCAL







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

ALLEGANY
COUNTY




KEY

National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System

ALLEGANY

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
19956

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 5511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

ALLEGANY COUNTY

BEGIN END . TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
MD 53 019 I1S68 3.33 US 220 3.14
IS 68 0.00 GARRETT CO/L 40.27  WASHINGTON CO/L 40.27
UsS 220 0.00 WEST VIRGINIA ST/L 14.03 MD 53 14.03
Us 220 23.01 IS 68 27.37 PENNSYLVANIA ST/L 4.36

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 61.80







19935 '
NATIONAL HIGHWAY

SYSTEM

ANNE ARUNDEL
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System us msus m as mees as e

ANNE
ARUNDEL

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIO

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
OATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 5511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY
BEGIN END
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION
MD 2 23.87 US50 3227 MD10
MD 3 0.00 PRINCE GEORGES CO/L 7.08 IS 97
MD 4 0.00 CALVERT CO/L 477  PRINCE GEORGES CO/L
MD 10 0.00 MD2 0.81 MD 100
MD 10 129 MD 100 717  MD 695
MD 32 0.00 IS97 9.21 GV 714 MAPES RD (AHEAD)
GV 714 9.21 MD 32 10.07 MD 32
MD 32 10.07 GV 714 SAVAGE RD (BACK) 5 11.46 HOWARD CO/L
us 50 10.62 IS 595 (BACK) 19.88  QUEEN ANNES CO/L
1S Sy 0.00 IS 595 17.53 IS 695
MD 100 3.72 MD 10 8.43 IS 97
IS 195 0.00 .70 MILES S OF MD 170 2.73 BALTIMORE CO/L
MD 295 0.00 PRINCE GEORGES CO/L 15.10 BALTIMORE CO/L
IS 595 0.00 PRINCE GEORGES CO/L 10.62  US 50 (AHEAD)
IS 695 0.00 ~ MD 695 (BACK) 2.92 BALTIMORE CO/L
MD 695 0.00 BALTO CITY LINE 248 1S695
IS 895 0.00 BALTIMORE CO/L 0.80  BALTO CITY LINE
IS 895 A 0.00 IS 97 (BACK) 0.72 IS 895B HARBOR TUNNEL THRUWAY
IS 8958B 1.33 IS 895A HARBOR TUNNEL THRUWAY 2.68 IS 895 HARBOR TUNNEL THRUWAY

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

8.40
7.08
4.77

0.81
5.88

9.21
0.86
1.39

9.26
17.58
4.71
2.73
15.10
10.62
2392
248
0.80

0.72
1.35

106.62







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

BALTIMORE
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway Systern s s mm wm me e m e w

BALTIMORE

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

"“Lﬁ! -
=) 1.5

8
It
I
k,

RIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 5511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BALTIMORE COUNTY

BEGIN END TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
us 1 17.00 1S 695 26.52 HARFORD CO/L 9.52
MD 30 0.00 MD 140 740  CARROLL CO/L 7.40
Uus 40 244 1S695 3.98 SOUTHWEST BALTO CITY LINE 1.54
IS 70 0.00 HOWARD CO/L 470 BALTOCITY LINE 4.70
IS 83 0.00 BALTOCITY LINE 27.80  PENNSYLVANIA ST/L 27.80
IS 95 0.00 HOWARD CO/L 3.62 SOUTHWEST BALTO CITY LINE 3.62
IS 95 14.91 NORTHEAST BALTO CITY LINE 26.47 HARFORD CO/L 11.56
MD 140 1036 1S 795 1247  CARROLL CO/L 2.1
IS k95 0.00 ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L 215 MD 166 (AHEAD) 2.15
MD 295 0.00 ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L 142  BALTOCITY LINE 1.42
IS 695 0.00 ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L 17.34 1S 83 (AHEAD) 17.34
IS 695 18.86 IS 83 (BACK) 29.17 MD 695 10.31
MD 695 0.00 1S 695 (BACK) 13.79  BALTOCITY LINE 13.79
MD 695 A 0.00 BALTOCITY LINE 193 MD695 1.93
ISiy 7395 0.00 1S695 8.99 MD 140 8.99
IS 895 0.00 HOWARD CO/L 461  ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L 4.61

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY  128.79






1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

CALVERT
COUNTY




National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

CALVERT

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410} 545 - 5511




CALVERT COUNTY

ROUTE

MD 2

MD 4
MD 4

MD 231

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

1.49

0.00
28.11

0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

END
BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT
MD 4 28.89
ST MARYS CO/L 0.71
MD 2 (BACK) 36.43
CHARLES CO/L 5.56

END DESCRIPTION.

MD 4

MD 2 (AHEAD)
ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L

MD 2

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

27.40

0.71
8.32

5.56

41.99







1995 '
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

CAROLINE
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System

CAROLINE

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
1996

|
!
!

R
[~ 2

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 5511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

CAROLINE COUNTY

BEGIN END TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION, MILEAGE
MD 404 0.00 QUEEN ANNE CO/L 17.37  DELAWARE ST/L 17.37

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 17.37







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

CARROLL
COUNTY




KEY

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

CARROLL

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
1996

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES OIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 8511




CARROLL COUNTY

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

0.00
0.00

0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

BALTIMORE COI/L

FREDERICK CO/L

BALTIMORE CO/L

END
MILEPOINT

11.12

1.61

24.93

END DESCRIPTION.

PENNSYLVANIA ST/L
HOWARD CO/L

FREDERICK CO/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

11.12

1.61

24.93

37.66







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

CECIL
COUNTY




CECIL

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

HIGHWAY INFORMATIDN SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410} 545 - 5511




CECIL COUNTY

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
us 1 0.00
IS 95 0.00
us 222 0.00
uUs 301 0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

END

BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT
HARFORD CO/L 9.23
HARFORD COI/L 18.50
UsS1 3.61
KENT CO/L 3.14

END DESCRIPTION
PENNSYLVANIA ST/L
DELAWARE ST/L
PENNSYLVANIA ST/L
DELAWARE ST/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

9.23

18.50

3.61

3.14

34.48







19935
NATIONAL HIGHWAY

SYSTEM

CHARLES
COUNTY




CHARLES

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System me meme me meme memem

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
OATA SUPPORT TEAM (4100 848 - B511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

CHARLES COUNTY

BEGIN END TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
MD 6 0.00 ST MARYS CO/L 12729 1 WS A0 12.25
MD 205 000 MD5 3161 US'an 3.16
MD 228 0.00  PRINCE GEORGES CO/L 561 USOMH 5.51
MD 231 340 MDS5 10.52  CALVERT CO/L )]
UsS 301 0.00  VIRGINIA ST/L 26.27  PRINCE GEORGES CO/L 26.27

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 54.31






1995 '
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

DORCHESTER
COUNTY




DORCHESTER

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

4
!
! National Highway System
’
’

Proposed National Highway System e gt -y s

/




9/17/96

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

DORCHESTER COUNTY

BEGIN END TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION. MILEAGE
Us &0 0.00 TALBOT CO/L 16.90  WICOMICO CO/L 16.90

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 16.90






1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

FREDERICK
COUNTY




KEY

National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System

FREDERICK

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES OMISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 848 - 8511




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

FREDERICK COUNTY
BEGIN END
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION
us 15 0.00  VIRGINIA ST/L 11.93 US40
Uus 15 1263 US40 37.85 PENNSYLVANIA ST/L
US 40 13.17 US 15 1452 IS70
IS 70 0.00 WASHINGTON CO/L 29.37 CARROLL CO/L
MD 140 0.00 CARROLL CO/L 461 US15
IS 270 0.00 MONTGOMERY CO/L 10.09 IS 70
UsS 340 0.00 WASHINGTON COIL 10.03 US 15
7th St 103 US15 151 FORT DETRICK

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

11.93
25.22

1.356

29.37

4.61

10.09

10.03

0.48

93.08







1995 |
NATIONAL HIGHWAY

SYSTEM

GARRETT
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System s e e es s on an om e

GARRETT

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HOKWAY INFORMATION SIAVICER DIVIBION.
DATA BUPPOAT TEAM (410) B4 « 8011




GARRETT COUNTY
ROUTE
IS 68

uUs: 219
uUs 219

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

0.00

0.00
45.86

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

WEST VIRGINIA STIL

WEST VIRGINIA ST/L
IS 68

END
MILEPOINT

31.78

37.42
48.40

END DESCRIPTION
ALLEGANY CO/L

1S 68
PENNSYLVANIA ST/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

31.78

37.42
2.54

71.74






1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

HARFORD
COUNTY




HARFORD

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION|

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

KEY

National Highway System HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
Proposed National Highway System s s s sm s sm e s DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 845 - 8811




HARFORD COUNTY

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
us 1 0.00
MD - 22 9.82
MD 24 3.61
IS 95 0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

BALTIMORE CO/L

IS 95

IS 95

BALTIMORE CO/L

END
MILEPOINT

20.12

13.04

9.96

18.39

END DESCRIPTION
CECIL Co/L
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUNDS

US 1

CECILCOL

-

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

20.12

3.22

6.35

18.39

48.08







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

HOWARD
COUNTY




STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
OATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 545 - 5511




HOWARD COUNTY'

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
UsH ¢ 29 0.00
MD 32 0.00
IS 70 0.00
IS 95 0.00
MD 100 0.90
MD 100 4.60
IS 895 0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

END

BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT
MONTGOMERY CO/L 13.17
ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L 19.52
CARROLL CO/L 19.47
PRINCE GEORGES CO/L lildsis)
UsS1 2.21
MD 104 6.95
IS 95 1.02

TOTAL

END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE

IS70 13.17
IS70 19.52
BALTIMORE COI/L 19.47
BALTIMORE CO/L 11.59
.52 MILES N. OF IS 95 1.31
US 29 2.35
BALTIMORE CO/L 1.02

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 68.43







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM




KENT

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

KEY

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System s m s m m we we m we

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERYICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410} 845 - BS11




9/17/96

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

KENT COUNTY '

BEGIN END TOTAL
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
US 301 0.00 QUEEN ANNES CO/L 8.79 CECIL CO/L 8.79

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 8.79







1995 i3
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

MONTGOMERY
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway Systom mm m m mm mm mm m m

MONTGOMERY

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
19956

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES OMSION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) B45 - 8511




MONTGOMERY COUNTY
BEGIN

ROUTE MILEPOINT
us 29 0.00
IS 270 0.00
IS 270Y 0.00
MD 355 0.00
IS 370 0.00
MD 384 0.00
IS 495 0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

MD 384

IS 495
1S 495

WASH DC LINE

43 MILES W. OF IS 270

WASH DC LINE

VIRGINIA ST/L

END
MILEPOINT

11.56

22.51
1.80

3.99

3.13

0.563

14.38

END DESCRIPTION
HOWARD CO/L

FREDERICK CO/L
IS 270

IS 495

SHADY GROVE METRO
UsS 29

PRINCE GEORGES CO/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

11.56

22.51
1.80

SHe9

3.13

0.53

14.38

57.90






19935
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

PRINCE GEORGE’S
COUNTY




PRINCE
GEORGE’S

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
1995

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM {410) B4S - 5511




PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

ROUTE

MD 3

MD 4

MD 5

us &0

IS 95
IS 95 X

MD 201

MD 210
MD 228

ISN% 285

MD 295

us 301

MD 337

IS 495

IS, 1595

SUITLAND PARKWAY

0.00

0.00

2.55

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

2.90

0.00

0.00

0.46

0.00

3.34

0.00

0.00

0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

US 301

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L

US 301

WASH DC LINE

VIRGINIA ST/L
RAMPS FROM IS 495

WASH DC LINE

MD 228
MD 210

IS 95

MD 201

CHARLES CO/L

SUITLAND PARKWAY

MONTGOMERY COI/L

US 50

WASH DC LINE

END
MILEPOINT

2.48

14.29

15.27

5.04

34.10
0.96

0.68

13.15

1.35

0.80

12.36

24.01

3.4

1.75

9.35

6.40

NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

END DESCRIPTION

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L
WASH DC LINE
WASH DC LINE
IS 595 (AHEAD)

HOWARD CO/L
IS 95

MD 295

1S 95

CHARLES CO/L
WASH DC LINE

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L
MD 3

MD 4

1S 95

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L

MD 337

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL

MILEAGE

2.48

14.29

12.72

5.04

34.10
0.96

0.68

10.25

1.35

0.80

11.90

24.01

0.07

1.75

9.35

6.40

136.15







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

QUEEN ANNE’S
COUNTY




QUEEN
ANNE’S

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 848 - 8511




QUEEN ANNES COUNTY

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
Us 50 0.00
MD 300 3.92
Us 301 11.82
MD 404 0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L

US 301

Us 50

TALBOT CO/L

END
MILEPOINT

18.78

13.55

39.49

1.47

END DESCRIPTION#
TALBOT CO/L
DELAWARE ST/L
KENT CO/L
CAROLINE CO/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

18.78

9.63

27.67

1.47

57.55






1995 '
NATIONAL HIGHWAY

SYSTEM

ST. MARY’S
COUNTY




ST. MARY’S

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

 KEY _

Natlonal Highway System HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
Proposed National Highway System OATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 845 - BS11




STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

SAINT MARY'S COUNTY

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
MD 4 6.10 MD235
MD 5 38.32 MD235
MD 235 11.97 MD 246

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

END
MILEPOINT

9.36

45.23

30.75

TOTAL

END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE

CALVERT CO/L 3.26
CHARLES CO/L 6.91
MD 5 18.78

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 28.95






1995 |
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

SOMERSET
COUNTY



SOMERSET

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM
1995

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES OTVISION
OATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 848 - 8511




9/17/96

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

SOMERSET COUNTY ' \
TOTAL

BEGIN END
ROUTE MILEPOINT BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
us 13 0.00 WORCESTER CO/L 20.28  WICOMICO CO/L 20.28

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 20.28






1995

NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

TALBOT
COUNTY




National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System we ms ms s m wm s m = =

TALBOT

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DVISION
DATA BUPPORT TEAM (410} 843 ~ 8811




TALBOT COUNTY

BEGIN
ROUTE MILEPOINT
us 50 0.00
MD 404 1.01

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
: HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION
QUEEN ANNES CO/L

US 50

END
MILEPOINT

25.45

577

END DESCRIPTION
DORCHESTER CO/L

QUEEN ANNES CO/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

25.45

4.76

30.21






1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

WASHINGTON

COUNTY



WASHINGTON

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

KEY -

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System mmmsssmm- -

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES OMVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM {410} 548 - 5511




WASHINGTON COUNTY
ROUTE
IS 68
& 70
B9
UsS 340

CAMP RITCHIE ACCESS RD

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

END
BEGIN DESCRIPTION MILEPOINT
ALLEGANY CO/L 9.04 IS70
PENNSYLVANIA ST/L 38.33 FREDERICK CO/L
WEST VIRGINIA ST/L 1208  PENNSYLVANIA ST/L
VIRGINIA ST/L 227 FREDERICK CO/L

063  PENNSYLVANIA ST/L

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

END DESCRIPTION

9/17/96

TOTAL

MILEAGE

9.04

38.33

12.08

2.27

0.63

62.35






1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

WICOMICO
COUNTY




KEY

National Highway System

Proposed National Highway System

WICOMICO

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICLY DIVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) B48 - 8811




WICOMICO COUNTY

ROUTE

us

us

13

50

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

0.00

0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND 9/17/96
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

SOMERSET CO/L

DORCHESTER CO/L

END
MILEPOINT

15.89

31.09

TOTAL

END DESCRIPTION MILEAGE
DELAWARE ST/L 15.89
WORCESTER CO/L 31.09

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY 46.98







1995
NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

WORCESTER
COUNTY




WORCESTER

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System e e m m

HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DMVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 845 - 8511




" WORCESTER COUNTY
BEGIN

ROUTE MILEPOINT
s’ 12 0.00
UsS 50 0.00
MD 90 0.00
us 113 0.00
MD 378 BALTIMORE AVE 0.39
MD 378 B 9TH ST. 0.00
MD 528 4.71

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

VIRGINIA ST/L

WICOMICO CO/L

US 50

UsS 13

US 50 N.DIVISION ST
MD 378 BALTIMORE AVE

MD 90

END
MILEPOINT

6.31

14.40

11.83

37.84

1.02
0.07

8.61

END DESCRIPTION
SOMERSET CO/L i
MD 378
MD 528
DELAWARE ST/L

MD 378 B 9TH ST.
MD 528 PHILADELPHIA AVE

US 50 N. DIVISION ST

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

9/17/96

TOTAL
MILEAGE

6.31

14.40

11.83

37.84

0.63
0.07

3.90

74.98






1995 *

NATIONAL HIGHWAY
SYSTEM

BALTIMORE
CITY



BALTIMORE CITY

STATE OF MARYLAND
STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

National Highway System
Proposed National Highway System e ms s s s e o om

HIOHWAY INFORMATION BERVICES OMVISION
DATA SUPPORT TEAM (410) 845 - 8511




BALTIMORE CITY

ROUTE

us 40
IS 70
IS 83
IS 95
MD 295

IS 395
IS 395 A

MD 695
IS 895

BOSTON ST
BOSTON ST

BROENING HIGHWAY
FLEET ST

INTERSTATE AVE
LOMBARD ST

M.L. KING BLVD
MORAVIA RD
ODONNELL ST CUTOFF
PRATT ST

PRESIDENT ST

BEGIN
MILEPOINT

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.24
0.00
0.00
1.12
0.65
2.82
0.00
1.16
0.00

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION OF MARYLAND
HIGHWAY INFORMATION SERVICES DIVISION
NATIONAL HIGWAY SYSTEM ROUTES AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1995

BEGIN DESCRIPTION

BALTIMORE CO/L
BALTIMORE CO/L
FAYETTE ST

BALTIMORE CO/L
BALTIMORE CO/L

IS 95
IS 395

BALTIMORE CO/L
ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L

ODONNELL ST CUTOFF
FLEET ST

BOSTON ST
PRESIDENT ST

PONCA ST

PRESIDENT ST

IS 395A M.L. KING BLVD
Us 40

INTERSTATE AVE
GREENE ST

IS 83

END
MILEPOINT

9.75
0.14
6.70
11.29
3.13

1733
0.65

3.23
8.44

0.10
1.93

2.18
0.84
0.33
2.15
1.64
3.24
0.26
2.19
0.51

END DESCRIPTION

MORAVIA RD
ROAD END
BALTIMORE CO/L
BALTIMORE CO/L
LOMBARD ST

W. CAMDEN ST
RUSSELL ST

ANNE ARUNDEL CO/L
IS 95

BROENING HIGHWAY
PONCA ST

BALTIMORE CO/L
GREENE ST
ODONNELL ST
GREENE ST

US 40

IS 895

BOSTON ST
PRESIDENT ST
FLEET ST

TOTAL N.H.S. MILEAGE FOR COUNTY

10/1/96

TOTAL

MILEAGE

9.75
0.14
6.70
11.29
3.13

1.33
0.65

3.23
8.44

0.10
1.93

1.94
0.84
0.33
1.03
0.99
0.42
0.26
1.03
0.51

54.04













EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

° Access control is an important tool for system preservation.

° The degree of desirable access control 1is established by the route's functional
classification

1. principal arterials should be fully controlled (ultimate freeway design)
2. 1intermediate arterials should have at least partial controls (ultimate

expressway design)
3. minor arterials should have controls wherever cost effective; all new

construction should include partial control

° Currently 18% (924 mi.) of State Highway Administration's 5,300 + mile system is access
controlled.

°© 38% (473 mi.) State Primary System mileage is currently uncontrolled; this includes 221
miles of principal arterials.

° 83% (1,066 mi.) of the Primary System mileage should be access controlled (53% full,
30% partial) in the future based on pragmatic recommendations.

° Emphasis should be placed on implementing partial control of access on primary highways
where applicable, then staged improvement to full control along recommended sections.

° The Primary Highway System Access Control Program will concentrate on preserving
critical areas along the 265 miles of Primary highways which are not currently included
in the Consolidated Transportation Program for upgrading.

° yUsing this report as a base, it is highly desirable that more detailed preliminary
project planning studies be performed on the individual non-programmed corridors to
establish reasonable estimates of right of way requirements and probable locations for
access points and service roads.
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INVENTORY OF STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
ACCESS CONTROLS







PURPOSE

The State Highway Administration's Jurisdic-
tional responsibilities apply to approximately
5,300 miles of roadway ranging from Interstate
freeways to narrow country roads. While the
State Highway Administration's system re-
presents only 20% of the total highway mileage
in Maryland, it serves a disproportionately
high 70% of the estimated annual vehicular
miles of travel in the state, exclusive of the
toll facilities. This apparent mileage/ser-
vice imbalance occurs because the State High-
way Administration system includes most of the
high volume interstate and 1inter-regional
arterials.

With preservation of existing public works
systems being a priority at all levels of gov-
ernment, access controls along State Highway
Administration arterial highways is a viable
method of improving capacity and safety. As a
first step in making rational decisions re-
garding future improvements, this inventory of
existing access controls has been developed.
Included in Appendix A are detailed maps and
line item listings outlining each access
controlled state highway.

BACKGROUND

For purposes of this report, control of access
is defined as limiting the 1locations where
traffic may enter or exit a highway. Full
control of access restricts vehicular access
to grade separated interchanges and no drive-
ways or at-—grade intersections of any kind are
permitted (freeway design). Partial control
of access limits access points to major cross-
roads or major subdivision streets which in-
tersect at grade, but where access to private
roads is generally precluded.

These definitions are 1in conformance with
those of the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) .
Unfortunately, the state's legal description
of controlled access highways contradicts the
nationally accepted AASHTO definition of
design type.

State Facility Definition

By State definition, a fully controlled access
roadway 1is termed "Expressway." In Title 8,
Section 10l(g) of the Annotated Code of
Maryland an expressway is defined as a major
highway of four or more lanes that has a medi-
an, grade separation at each crossroad, as
well as points of entrance and exit limited to
predetermined locations. Partially controlled
access roadways are denoted as "Controlled
Access Highways" 1in Title 8-101(e) of the
Annotated Code of Maryland. This type of

highway is defined therein as a "major highway
with the same characteristics as an express-
way, except that the conflict of cross-streams
of traffic is not eliminated necessarily at
each intersection Dby grade separation struc-
tures."




AASHTC Control Definition

By AASHTO definition, control of access is the
condition where the right of owners/occupants
of abutting land or other persons to access,
light, air, or view in connection with a high-
way is regulated by public authority.

Full control of access means that preference
is given to through traffic by providing ac-
cess connections with selected public roads
only, and by prohibiting crossings at grade or
direct private driveway connections. As pre-
viously mentioned, the State Annotated Code
refers %o @ this type of facility “as. an
"Expressway" while the AASHTO design type is
“"Freeway."

Partial control of access means that prefer-
ence 1is given to through traffic to a degree
that.,, in addition to access connections with
selected public roads, there may be some
crossings at grade and occasionally private
road connections. The State Annotated Code
refers to this type of facility as a "Control-
led Access Highway."
is "Expressway" when applied to a multi-lane
divided highway.

APPLICATION

Access control is generally accomplished by
legally obtaining right of access from abut-
ting property or by the use of frontage roads.
The principal advantages of access control are
the preservation of the highway's capacity and
improved safety for highway users. Some
degree of access control should be considered
on all arterials and in the development of any

The AASHTO design type .

highway on new location. The degree of access
control may range from minimum driveway re-
gulations to full control.

Justification for the extent of access control
should be based on the highway's functional
classification. Functional classification de-
fines the primary purpose the highway is in-
tended to serve. Arterial highways are in-
tended to accommodate relatively long distance
trips, thus mobility with the associated need
for high 1level access control is emphasized.
At the opposite extreme "locals" are oriented
to land access purposes and access controls
are neither cost effective or desirable. Col-
lectors serve the dual purposes of providing
direct land access and limited mobility ser-
vice between local roads/properties and arte-
rials. Access controls along collectors are
usually limited to controlling median breaks
and access point spacing.

Maryland's highways are functionally classi-
fied per the following hierarchy:

Principal Arterial
Intermediate Arterial
Minor Arterial

Major Collector
Minor Collector

Local

A schematic representation of the relationship
of function to the desirable proportion of a
road's service which should be for the pur-
poses of land access and mobility is illustra-
ted in Figure 1.




FIGURE 1
RELATIONSHIP OF FUNCTIONALLY CLASSIFIED
HIGHWAYS IN SERVING TRAFFIC

MOBILITY AND LAND ACCESS
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SOURCE: Highway Functional Classitication
uUus DOT

Ideally all arterials are potential candidates
for access controls. Of the 5,300 + miles of
existing State Highway Administration roadways
only 18% currently have access controls. Con-
sidering that approximately 55% of the State
Highway Administration system is comprised of
arterial facilities, the discrepancy between
what is ideally desirable and what exists is
very large.

Tabilfe ]
SHA Access Control Summary

Total
Primary Secondary System

Full Controls 540 20 560
Partial Controls 224 140 363
Uncontrolled 473 3,872 4,345
Total Miles i ;. 287 4,032 5,268

Since establishing access controls on all ex-
isting arterials is neither possible or pru-
dent, the State's Primary Highway System is
the focus of access control efforts. This
limited mileage system, comprised mainly of
principal and intermediate arterials, provides
the interstate and inter-regional framework
for vehicular travel in Maryland. While re-
presenting slightly more than 4% of Maryland's
highway mileage, the State Primary Highway
System handles nearly 40% of the total
vehicular miles of travel. The designated
Primary highways are vital to Maryland's
social and economic well being and their
operational integrity must be preserved.




FIGURE 2

MARYLAND
STATE PRIMARY HIGHWAY SYSTEM
EXISTING CONTROLS OF ACCESS

Full Conirol
Partial Centrel
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The Primary Highway System's paramount empha-
sis is "mobility." 1In order to promote mobi-
lity, most routes should prohibit direct 1land
access. Currently 38% of the Primary System
is uncontrolled (see Figures 2 & 3). Most
importantly, 221 miles of principal arterial
Primary highways do not have any form of
access control. One of the State Highway
Administration's highest goals 1is to protect
the nearly 500 miles of Primary highways which
are currently uncontrolled.




FIGURE 3

ACCESS CONTROLS ON STATE PRIMARY HIGHWAY SYSTEM

Type of Control Miles Percent

Full 540 44%
Partial 224 188
None 473 38%
Total 1237 100%
PARTIAL CONTROL FULL CONTROL

NO CONTROL

function Mi les Percent function Ml Jes Percent Function MliJes Percent
Princlpal Arterial 221 474 Principal Arterial 171 76% Principal Arterial 517 96%
Intermediate Arterial 216 46% Intermediate Arterial 38 19% intermedi ate Arterial 13 2%
Minor Arterial 35 6% Minor Arterlal 10 5% Minor Arterial 7 %
Col lector 0 <) Col lector 3 <i%
Function

m Principal Arterial
E:j intermedlate Arterlal
o Arvart -




UNCONTROLLED HIGHWAYS

PRIMARY

FIGURE 4

EXISTING ACCESS CONTROLS ON SHA SYSTEM

COUNTY
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Table 2

STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION ACCESS CONTROLLED MILEAGE*

Primary System Secondary System

Full Partial Uncontrolled Total Full Partial Uncontrolled Total
Allegany 19.4 L) 39.1 62.6 L = 126.6 126.6
Anne Arundel 52.3 15 57/ 40.1 108.1 795 £l 58 224 .3 2361
Baltimore 100.7 - 13.6 114.3 4.9 3.8 P06 T 372 2SS
Calvert - 6.1 215 7 41.8 - - 82.1 82.1
caroline - st INSe 1 16.5 - 3%5 BIE) 08) 139.8
Carroll 1.6 9.4 26 .6 87 o5 = 2% 53) 155 0.7 182.2
Cecil 18.6 S) o 25.9 52t - 3.4 161.6 165.0
Charles = = SIS 38.9 = = 198.9 198.9
Dorchester - - )17A(¢) 17.0 - - 121.3 i 281803
Frederick 55.6 24 .9 4.6 85.1 - 9.4 271 .6 281 .06
Garrett o 3.4 26 .4 62.0 - 3.4 133.1 18865
Harford 2065 = 20 .7 4806 2 253 24 .6 208.9 235.8
Howard AR L7 62 503 66.7 '3 10.6 124.8 135.9
Kent - 8.8 48 |&3=2alE - - 160 .4 160 .4
Montgomery 39.3 8.0 4.4 51 W 1.5 ¥ 291.6 307.8
Prince George's 3L 8D 18.7 7] Sl pEIL 7/ 5(0) Tzl 20038 216 .0 2 27 S
Queen Anne's 3 81 36.5 85 48.1 - 1.4 L5, 5) (0] 160 .4
St.. Mary's - 3.4 25 .8 29.2 = - 169.3 169.3
Somerset - 20.3 - 20.3 - = 81.7 L o7/
Talbot - - SIO5 S0ES - 8.4 95.2 103.6
Washington SIS PRIG 2o 2 64.1 20 @ %S5 234.3 240.8
Wicomico AR 7 l6.9 1L18) o 2 46 .8 = 0.6 119.9 120.5
Worchester 101889 17.6 Al o 7/ 70.5 = - 131.7 INBRES 7
Totals 5338 ) 2048 472 .7 W ABNE o) L' te 139.9 SiREITAIY o) SIS RIESD)

* Due to rounding, the mileage shown in this table may differ slightly from actual mileage.

(SEE APPENDIX A FOR DETAILED COUNTY INVENTORIES OF ACCESS CONTROLLED SECTIONS)






EVALUATION OF PRIMARY SYSTEM
ACCESS CONTROL NEEDS







GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Preservation and enhancement of the existing
State Highway system is a top priority of the
Maryland Department of Transportation. Access
control 1is a pragmatic tool to reach this
goal.

In support of this statement there are three
major State documents Executive Order
01.01.1982.08, Policies to Guide State Actions

for the Physical and Economic Development of

Maryland - July, 1982, in section 2(F4)
promulgates, "Maintaining the capacity of the
State primary highway system and control high-
way access to discourage strip commercial and
residential development and to satisfy the
reasonable access regquirement of industry."
Also, the Maryland Department of Transporta-
tion 1in a report entitled Primary Highway

system Plan Report - January, 1978, clearly
states, "the Department shall emphasize appro-
priate control of access to the Primary High-
way System." Also, in December of 1983, the
Department published its second State Report
on Transportation noting system preservation
as being the Department's number one priority.

The Department is committed to providing bet-
ter and safer highway transportation service
and preserving the capacity of the existing
highway system, especially the State Primary
Highway System which constitutes the State's
most important highways.

The State Highway Administration must set
priorities for preserving and enhancing the
capacity of the existing network. Control of
access conserves the limited public dollars by
providing a cost effective means of
maintaining and even improving the traffic
carrying capacity of the existing highway
system. By acquiring, or at least preserving,
the right-of-way line of through highway, the
life of the facility can be extended. Also,
acqguiring control of access can often be a low
cost alternative to major reconstruction or
relocation of an existing highway. BY
ADOPTING A CONTROL OF ACCESS POLICY AND
SETTING IMPLEMENTATION PRIORITIES, OUR LIMITED
RESOURCES CAN BE BETTER MANAGED.

The specific objectives which can be attained
by access control improvements are as fol-
lows:

1. Improve muainline capacity:

There is a direct correlation between the type
of access controls on a mainline roadway and
the vehicle carrying capacity. This cor-
relation is based upon the fact that as the
degree of access is increased, and subse-
quently eliminate at-grade crossing points,
traffic can flow at a smoother, more efficient
pace.

L=l




The following is an example of capacities on a FIGURE 6

four lane divided highway at Level of Service 1981 URBAN Accident Rate/ 100,000,000 V.M.T
'C*' give various degrees of access control. d y "
The effect of improving access control is Nation Acc.Rate

dramatic and in certain areas this action

alone would eliminate the need for Md Acc. Rate

construction of additional lanes. I Md. njury Acc. Rate

FIGURE 5
TYPICAL SERVICE VOLUME FOR 4 LANE DIVIDED
URBAN HIGHWAY AT LEVEL OF SERVICE "C"

ROADWAY H FULL PARTIAL NO
TYPE CONTROL CONTROL CONTROL

4 LANE DIVIDED 1200 800 550
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Per Lane Per Lane Por Lane

P IV V VP800 77027202 8277720700777 727277

P 1PV V0 V0077702778707 7727707072777

WO SIEVIIIIIIIIISSIII VI P I7 0007077
Yy,

YYYIYYi

Source: Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission
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2. Improve operational safety:

As can be seen by the urban and rural accident
Accidents are costly. The cost of medical rate diagrams (Figures 6 and 7), the applica-
bills, property damage and loss of production tion and/or improvement of access controls
work hours runs into multi-billion dollars yields a significant reduction in accident oc-
annually. In addition, the trauma and added currence. While Maryland's accident rate ex-
human stress one encounters during and after perience is very favorable compared to
an auto accident cannot be calculated. national averages, both diagrams indicate ma-
jor reductions are still possible through
access control improvements. In rural and ur-
ban areas of the state freeways are three to
five times safer, respectively, than uncon-
trolled facilities.




FIGURE 7
1981 RURAL Accident Rate/ 100,000,000 V.M.T.

Nation Acc.Rate
Md. Acc. Rate
@l Md. injury Acc. Rate
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The prime contributor to high accident rates
is side friction, caused by driveways, commer-
cial entrances and exits and connecting

streets, which creates areas of conflict for
the mainline driver. As shown by Figure 8
as the number of access points increase per
mile, the likelihood of accidents also
increases in direct proportion. Accordingly,
it is not surprising that in congested urban
areas nationwide, the overall accident rate is
nearly double that of rural areas. The
correlation between improved access control
and improved safety is based on minimizing the
number of side friction sources.

FIGURE 8
TYPICAL ACCIDENT RATE PER NUMBER OF
ACCESS POINTS PER MILE

ACCIDENTS /ACCESS POINTS

ACCIDENT RATE
(accd. per mil. veh. miles)
[\

0-4 4-8 8-12 12-16 16-20 20-24 24-28
ACCESS POINTS PER MILES

Source: Access Manayement tor Streets and
Highways (FHWA-IP-82-3)

3. Reduce air pollution:

At constant operating speeds, particularly
those greater than 45 mph, an automobile
covering the same distance emits significantly
less pollutants than during acceleration/de-
celeration operation. Therefore, if access
control improvements along a highway provide
for higher speed uninterrupted flow condi-
tions, air pollution will be less than for
similar roads with more at-grade intersections
with lower speeds and interrupted driving con-
ditions.
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FIGURE 9
TYPICAL AUTO EMISSIONS AT
VARIOUS CRUISE SPEEDS
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Guidelines for Air Quality Mainte-
nance Planning and Analysis Volume 9

(Revised): Evaluation Indirect
Sources - September, 1978

4. Improve travel speeds and mobility:

Mobility and speed have a direct correla-
tion to degree of access control. The more
conflict points there are on a roadway and the
closer their spacing, the lower the overall
operating speed will be, along with a corres-
ponding increase in the amount of travel time
for the occupants of a motor vehicle.

FIGURE 10

INCREASE IN TRAVEL TIME (HOURS)
PER YEAR BY ADDING SIGNALS

;ignals Added Highway ADT
Per Mile 3,000 10,000 20,000
! 358 34975 15,735
2 715 7.:939 31,470
3 1,069 11,914 47,205 !
4 1,431 15,878 62,941 |

Data Source: Evaluation of Techniques for the
Control of Direct Access to
Arterial Highways

Report No. FHWA-RD-76-85

A schematic representation of the relationship
of the roadway's speed, mobility and degree of
access control is illustrated in the following
Figure 11. By minimizing side friction
points, access control improvements can signi-
ficantly enhance the efficiency and comfort of
motor vehicle travel.
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5. Maximize energy savings:

Just. as motor vehicles emit more pollutants
during accel=ration and deceleration, they
also use significantly more energy when speed
fluctuates than at constant speed. A vehicle
operating for one mile with stop and start
conditions gets 29% less fuel economy than one
operating at a constant 55 mph on a freeway
for the same distance. The application of
enhanced access controls on arterials can have
a direct bearing on the motorist's operating
cost and the use of limited energy resources.

6. Encourage orderly land use development:

The interrelationship between land devel-
opment and transportation is 1inseparable.
Highways can promote development or be strang-
led by the resulting traffic demands of impro-
perly timed or located development.

In order to preserve the functional role of
arterial highways, that of moving vehicular
traffic over significant distances between
land use related points of +trip origin and
trip destination, restrictions must be placed
on the type, number and location of access
points along the mainline. This can be accom-
plished by local zoning and/or building ordi-
nances, regulation of access points (permits),
and acquisition of property access rights. Ul-
timately, the latter method will be the pre-
ferred option along many Primary System corri-
dors.
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The maximum value for Accident Rate 1is 20
points.

50% of the average - 0 points
50% but < 90% of the average - 5 points
90% but < 110% of the average -~ 10 points

110% but < 150% of the average - 15 points
150% of the average 20 points

fviviviv A

High Accident Locations

This factor is actually the sum of two num-
bers, High Accident Sections and High Accident
Intersections within the designated segment
during 1980. These established indices re-
flect the most serious safety problem areas.
Access control improvements could be a viable
option to correct these problems.

For the purposes of this study, a high acci-
dent section is generally any half-mile sec-
tion with five or more accidents based on
statewide averages, excluding right angle col-
lisions. A high accident intersection is an
intersection with eight (8) or more accidents
in 1980 based on statewide averages.

The maximum value for High Accident Locations
is 5 points.

- No locations - 0 points
- One location - 2 points
- Two or more locations - 5 points

Fatality Accidents

Fatal accidents are used as an indicator of
accident severity. This factor represents the
number of accidents, in 1980, along the desig-
nated segment involving one or more fatali-
ties.

=18

The maximum value for Fatality Accidents is 5
points.

- No fatal accidents - 0 points

~ One fatal accident - 2 points
- Two or more fatal accidents - 5 points

Injury Accident Rate

The accident injury rate for the section is
compared to the statewide average for similar
facilities and is used as a supplemental indi-
cator of accident severity.

The maximum value based on Statewide Injury
Accident rate is S5 points.

90% of the average ~ 0 points
90% but < 110% of the average - 2 points
110% of tue average - 5 points

Iviv A

LAND USE FACTORS

Development Pressure

This factor is important in establishing pri-
orities for access control improvements. From
a programming perspective, the most critical
areas to institute access controls are those
undergoing significant land use changes, most
of which are along the urban periphery.

For this study, the rate of population change
was selected as an indicator of overall devel-
opment pressure. It is assumed the greater
the population growth rate, the greater pres-
sure there 1is for 1land development. The
ranges used in this category represent the
percentage change in population between 1970
and . 1980 for ‘the;dlstFict{s); adgacent to' thé
designed segment as differentiated by the De-
partment of State Planning.
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gince two of the benefits of access control
can be to prevent/control strip development
and promote better land use management, the
higher the population growth rate increase,
the greater is the need for control of access
improvements.

The maximum value for Development Pressure is
20 points.

< 5% growth - 0 points
Zu S Bije, < 25% growth - 5 points
> 25% but < 50% growth - 10 points
> 50% but < 75% growth - 15 points
> 75% growth - 20 points

RATING SUMMARY

The maximum number of deficiency points for
roadway segment is 100. As previously stated,
the greater the number of points accumulated
for a segment, the Jgreater its need for con-
trol of access improvements. The evaluation
matrix for the 143 non-freeway Primary seg-
ments are contained in Appendix B.

EVALUATION RESULTS

After individual evaluation of the 143 non-
freeway segments of the Primary System using
the 100 point matrix format, the sections were
rank ordered (Appendix D). Scores ranged from
97 (highest need) to 5 (lowest prioeity)st ‘The
segments of greatest need are graphically dis-
played on the accompanying map (Figure 12) on

the next page.

Wwhen the 143 segments are agygregated based on
a' per mile deficidncy rating, the 21
non-freeway Primary corridors were prioritized
in the following order:

Point

Rank Route/Limits Average
3t MD 2 - US S50 to MD 100 71.21

e Us 301/MD 3 - VA Line to I-695 62.88

B a MOl Se—-Us ol e, DL. Line 60.67

4. VD A0/ MDD 30 = 16958 EoBh Line 57 o Q)T

S¥ I-70 = Ijamsville td Patrick 54.00

Streec

6. UsS 50/MD 90 - I-68 to Ocean City 51.96

T - WS 2% - BpCh Line ‘to =70 SHlNAtT

8. MD 5/MD 235 - US 301 to MD 246 50.39

9. MD 2 - MD 4 to US 50 45.00

10. MDA - D Calbhge to 1B, 238 42.03
1Mleg getaa =y Lile t Dpel. Line 41 .69
1520 Us 15/340 - VA Line to PA Line Al By
L) ys 301 - US 50 - Del. Line 87" Bid
14. US 220 - W/VA Line to PA Line 36.46
1 5%4 MD 24/US 1 - 1I-95 to PA Line 36.16
l6. MD 213/MD 279 - US 301 to I-95 34.45
17. MD 404 - US 50 to Del. Line 33.36
18 . Us 48 (us 40) - uUS 220 to 1-70 33.16
19. us 219/us 40 - oakland to PA Line 31.70
20 . MD 140 - MD 30 to US 15 29.10
2008 s 113 - uUS 13 to Del. Line 27.04

Wwithin the following Recommendation Section of
this report specific access control needs and
improvements are addressed in greater detail
on an individual corridor basis.
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FIGURE 12

GREATEST NEED FOR ACCESS CONTROL IMPROVEMENTS
ON MARYLANDS STATE PRIMARY HIGHWAY SYSTEM
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PRIMARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL
RECOMMENDATIONS
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OVERVIEW

Based upon the Evaluation Section results,
this portion of the report addresses specific
problems and outlines access control recommen-
dations for the existing twenty-one (21) non-
freeway corridor segments on the State Primary
Highway System.* While the ideal basic goal
would be to have all principal arterials with
full control of access and all intermediate
arterials with partial control of access, the
report's recommendations have been tempered by
pragmatic considerations. Arranged in priority
order in terms of need (see Figure 13), the
individual corridor recommendations beginning
on page I1I-7 reflect cost effective object-
tives which are compatible with other 1long
term plans and expected usage.

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS

In the course of this study several recommen-
dations of a comprehensive nature have
evolved. The following complimentary ac-
tions would be desirable in affecting access
control improvements on the State Primary
Highway System.

1. Maintain a funding mechanism to purchase
strategically located access controls/
property along non-programmed segments of
the Primary System. As conceived, the

* The Intercounty Connector, MD 100 Extended and the Patuxent Freeway projects create '"new'
mary corridors and are not specifically addressed in the report.

"Primary Highway System Access
Control Program" makes purchases from
willing sellers, on a case-by-case
basis, within Fund 70 of the Consoli-
dated Transportation Program (CTP).
It's goal 1is to enhance and protect
access controls at strategic loca-
tions, pending future implementation
of major CTP projects, to affect the
access control recommendations con-
tained in this report.

Develop a written policy addressing
access controls. As a minimum the
policy should mandate partial control
of access on all new construction
projects for any arterial highway and
partial or full control of access as
part of any improvemént -on the. Pri-
mary Highway System.

Reassess the State Primary Highway
System network. Since the last revi-
sion in 1978, several of the reloca-
tion/new construction concepts have

been altered. In addition a few of
the existing designated highways
should be reconsidered due to

marginal usage, duplication, and/or
fragmentation.

Pri-

fications all should be constructed with partial or full controls of access.

1000

Given their functional classi-



FIGURE 13

CORRIDOR-WIDE NEEDS PRIORITIES
FOR ACCESS CONTROL IMPROVEMENTS

(Rank Order 1-21)
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Recommendations By Needs Rank Ordering

MD 2/MD 10 Corridor
MD 3/US 301 Corridor
MD 5 Corridor

MD 140/MD 30 Corridor
1-70 Corridor

US 50/MD 90 Corridor
US 29 corridor

MD 5/MD 235

MD 2 Corridor

MD 4 (MD 2/4) cCorridor
US 13 Corridor

. US 15/Us 340 Corridor
. Us 301 corridor

- US 220 corridor

. MD 24/Us 1 Corridor

MD 213/MD 279 Corridor
MD 404 Corridor
40 Corridor

. US 219/US 40 Corridor

MD 140 Corridor

. US 113 Corridor

Us 50 to 1-695

Va. State Line to I-695

US 301 to D.C. Line

I-695 to Pa. State Line

1-270 to 1-695

1-68 to Ocean City

D.C. Line to 1-70

MD 246 to Us 301

MD 4 to US 50

MD 235 to D.C. Line

Va. State Line to Del. State Line
Va. State Line to Pa. State Line
US 50 to Del. State Line
W. Va. state Line to Pa.
I-95 to Pa. State Line
US 301 to 1-95
US 50 to Del.
Us 48 to I1-70
Oakland to Pa. State Line
Northwest Expressway to Us 1§
US 13 to Del. State Line

State Line

State Line




The State Highway Administration should
encourage local jurisdictions to partici-
pate in selective land use planning and
development of local support roadways .
Special attention should be focused along
those corridors where imposing continuous
access are deemed to Dbe mpractiical « or
unnecessarily disruptive. Each county
should develop a Master Plan of Highways
with particular emphasis on protecting
State Primary Highway corridors. They
should specify the intended degree of
access control on major highways and pro-
mote future access via development of
integrated local road network. Parcels of
land abutting State highways targeted for
access control could be given "interim
temporary access" until other elements of
the Master Plan have been implemented.

Given tight financial constraints, staged
implementation of access control improve-
ments should be employed. Emphasis should
be placed on implementing partial control
of access where applicable, then staged
improvement to full control along recom-
mended sections. While not providing the
high level of service obtained with full
control, partial control adequately
addresses other factors and, most impor-
tantly due to lower implemenation cost,
can enhance and preserve operation along

more miles of highway given a fixed
investment.
It is not imperative, but it would be

desirable to modify definations of free-
way and expressway in Title 8, Section 101
(G) of the Annotated Code of Maryland. As
now defined, the "legal"” terms are in

direct contradiction with the more widely

accepted design terminology used Dby ARBIEL=
can Association of State Highway ot ficials
(AASHTO) .

SYSTEM RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY

The 21 non-freceway corridors analyzed in this
report contain approx imately two thirds of the
existing State Primary mileage. JeERsthiiE
recommendations in this section are fol lowed
eighty—-three percent (88%. =» 1066 tiles) of

the State Primary System mileage should be
fully, or  partially controlled (53% and 30%
respectively) 1in the future (see Table 3).

Approximately 220 miles (17%) of the Primary
Sys tem do not warrant implementation of
continous access controls now Or in the near
future.

FIGURE 14
COMPARISON OF THE 21 NON-FREEWAY CORRIDORS
1986 CONTROLS RECOMMENDED CONTROLS

Types of Access Miles Types of Access Miles Percent

Percent

7 1
(14
281

Full Control 4 I Full Control
pPartial Control 189 238 partial Contral b
No Control LT3 _u51 W Contrdl 223
Total i b 160E Tatal

7o T Y

PARTIAL

CONTROL
46%

\I

PARTIAL
NO CONTROL
CONTROL 25%
IH 59% !
FULL / \ nNo FULL
- CONTROLY CONTROL [CONTRO
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MARYLAND
STATE PRIMARY HIGHWAY SYSTEM
CONTROL OF ACCESS
SN Full Control
messswss Partial Control
Less Than Continlous
Control of Access

FIGURE 15

SUMMARY OF ACCESS CONTROL GOALS BY 2010
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2/MD 10
3/US 301
5

140/MD 30

I-70
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MD
MD
MD
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Us
Us
Us
MD
MD
MD
Us
Us
MD

Us

50/MD 90
29

5/MD 235
2

4 (MD 2/4)
13

15/US 340
301

220

24/US 1
23/MD 279
404

48/40
219/Us 40
140

LSS

Subtotal

Others

Additional New

Corridors

Total

TABLE 3

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM - 1986 AND 2010 COMPARISON

Termini

US 50 to I-695

VA St. Line to I-695
US 301 to DC Line
I-695 to PA St. Line
I-695 to I-270

I-68 to Ocean City
D.C. Line to I-70

MD 246 to US 301

MD 4 to US 50

MD 235 to D.C. Line

VA St. Line to DE. St. Line
WV St. Line to PA St. Line
US 50 to Del. St. Line

WV St. Line to PA St. Line
I-95 to PA St. Line

US 301 to I-95

US 50 to Del. St. Line

US 48 to I-70
Oakland to PA. St. Line
Northwest Expressway to
USlS

US 13 to Del.

St. Line

Existing Controls (1986)

Recommended Controls (2010)

Full Part None Total Full Part None Total
3.8 0.0 12.5 16 .3 865 0.0 7.8 16 .3
565 0.0 63.1 68.6 708 60.8 0.0 68.6
0.0 =) 52 0.6 12.8 9.4 3.4 0.0 12.8
4.3 0.0 %0 5 26 .6 9.4 0.0 17.2 26 .6

36 .1 8550 0.0 39.4 39.4 0.0 0.0 39.4

17 .8 34.9 63.5 IT6e52, 28.9 87458, 0.0 116.2
i/ 18.4 4.1 25.2 21.7 0.0 BhS 25.2
0.0 0.0 38.2 38.2 0.0 0.0 38.2 38.2
0.0 2. 18.9 2015 0.0 2 o) 18.9 490 o Ik
9.9 10.1 35.6 55.6 10.8 44.8 0.0 55.6

11.7 23815 9.4 44 .6 15.4 29.2 0.0 44 .6

19.0 26 0.0 42K 2 19.0 2582, 0.0 42.2
0.0 39.7 0.0 39.7 0.0 39.7 0.0 39.7
0.0 0.0 23.1 28801 0.0 5 8¢ 17.9 23141
0.0 4.1 26 .4 30.5 0.0 10.4 18.5 28.9
0.0 2.1 24.3 26 .4 0.0 20 24.3 26 .4
0.0 JELE 21.4 22.7 0.0 17.2 6.4 23.6

13.9 5.0 18.0 36.9 36.9 0.0 0.0 36.9
0.0 3.4 37.5 40.9 0.0 3.4 3755 40.9
0.0 9.4 2230 31.4 0.0 31.4 0.0 31.4
0.0 6.0 31.8 37.8 0.0 6.0 31.8 37.8

124.7 198.8 472 .7 796 .2 20070528 -1 306530 22,280 795.5

403.9 0.0 0.0 403.9 403.9 0.0 0.0 403.9
PR E25 o 0.0 36.8* 75063 13.4 0.0 88.7

539.9 224.3 472.7 1,236 .9 686.4 379.7 222.0 1,288.1

*parts of MD 32 and I-795 were recently added to Primary System in 1986.
Mileage not included in original analysis; I-97/MD 32, MD 100, ICC, I-95
ICC, I-95 and I-795/MD 795 (as shown 1n the 1986-1991 Consolidated

Transportation Program).
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Implement ing proposed access control
improvemeats on these existing Primary
corridors will require a firm commitment
of funds and resolve by the State Highway
Administration and the Department. As
indicate¢ in Figure 16 the 1986-1991
Consolidzted Transportation Program (cTP)
is currently addressing twenty-three
percent 123%) -af the proposed Primary
System recommendat ions. This coupled with
sections that are currently full
controllad and the 220 miles of highway
where continuous improvements are not
deemed effective covers nearly seventy
percent (70%) of the mileage in the 21
non-freeway corridors.

FIGURE 16
STAT.S OF RECOMMENDED ACCESS CONT ROL
{MPROVEMENTS FOR 21 NON FREEWAY CORRIDORS

| A DAE
90%/()onst>. . Program 33%
| Program ~.
{ : Programmaod
125 Miles
| Previously Fully
I'|, Controll i .Elfu Miles
~ i
16%), c;h::“
\ Accoss
x Aecommgndod
—
28%

The remaining 265 m:les in need of access con-

trol improvements .3 the area of application

for the Primary Hicaway System Access control
Program., This small informal program will
attempt to preserve critical areas along many
of these highways .ntil major recons truction
projects can be gradually added to the CTP.
Given limited funéing and manpower four (4)
routes are being emphasized; US 50 from US 301
east t® Oagan City. US 301 from US 50 south to
the virginia state line, MD 3 from MD 32/1-97
to US 50 and MD 2/4 from MD 258 to MD 264.

FOLLOWUP ACTIONS

intent of this study/report has been to
need and develop general
recommendations to guide highway and land use
planning decisions along the State Primary
Highway System. An important next step is to
perform more detailed preliminary project
planning studies on the individual corridors
to establish reasonable estimates of right of
way regquirements and probable locations for
access points and service roads. This data is
initially needed to guide State Highway Admin-
stration purchases of property and/or con-
trols, via the Primary Highway System AcCcess
control Program, and local land use planning
decis ions.

The
establish areas of

individual corridor recommenda-
tions provide a base for the more detailed
studies which should follow. In the meantime
this report can be used as a general guideline
of access control objectives on the State
Primary System,

The following




INDIVIDUAL CORRIDOR RECOMMENDATIONS

Note: Improvement references made to FY 1986-1991
Consolidated Transportation Program and
1984 Highway Needs Inventory
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MD 2/MD 10 CORRIDCR
US 50 to 1-695

EN BURNIE
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MD 2/MD 10 CORRIDOR
ST 50+ Eol=6915

This corridor currently functions as a princi-
pal arterial connecting Baltimore with Anna-
polis. The route carries a diverse mixture of
commuters, shoppers, interstate travelers and
vacationers while providing the main supple-
mentary arterial service to the many water-
front communities adjacent to the corridor.
Completion of the programmed Arundel Freeway
(MD 10) as a multi-lane freeway southward to
connect with MD 2 south of MD 100 will provide
a much needed bypass of the heavily congested
Glen Burnie area and allow the parallel sec-
tion of Ritchie Highway to serve as a minor
arfje-ri al-SMupport faciliwt p

US 50 to south of MD 100
(composite score 71)

The major deficiencies along this uncontrolled
section are high traffic volumes, above aver-
age accident rates and encroaching develop-
ment. A high number of personal injury acci-
dents occur annually and several areas have
been designated as High Accident Locations.
This section of Ritchie Highway currently car-
rieg the' highest prepostion of long distance
trips destined for Annapolis and the Eastern
Shore, since many experienced travelers choose
to bypass the Glen Burnie area via MD 3/MD
100. In the future the I-97 corridor, which
is being constructed as an Interstate freeway
between Baltimore and Annapolis, will be more
attractive for most long distance travelers.
when thal: route is complete, the MD 2/MD 10
corridor will serve as an intermediate
arterial.

Existing frontage development precludes major
continuous acce<s. ¢mirol improvements along
the existing MD 2 alignment. The most cost
ef fective method of improving access control
would be TSM measures to 1include median
closures, consolidation of existing entrances
ingluding construction of, frentage roads at
selective locations and control of new
development access. Consideration should be
given to reconstructing major intersections as
warranted as well as adding the fifth and
sixth lanes to meet immediate safety and ser-
vice needs.
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MD 3/US 301 CORRIDOR
vVirginia State Line to I-695

MD 3/US 301 is a principal arterial providing
an alternative interstate travelway between
Virginia and Baltimore or Washington. In the
vicinity of waldorf, Crofton and Glen Burnie,
it also serves as a high volume commuter
route. Overall, the MD 3/Us 301 corridor
has the greatest number of seriously deficient
sections and would benefit the most by the
application of major access control improve-
ments of any State Primary Highway System
route.

Virginia State Line to South of Waldorf
(composite score 58)

This section has moderate traffic volumes, is
about average in terms of safety and has no
control of access. Interim consolidation of
access points and construction of frontage
roads is justifiable in congested areas such
as La Plata. Partial control of access should
be implemented as part of any major corridor
improvement.

South of Waldorf to MD 5 at Brandywine
(composite score 81)

The Waldorf area has a high rate of suburban
development which, in addition to the "dog
leg" movement of MD 5 traffic, has generated
high traffic volumes on this section. Uncon-
trolled frontage development along US 301 is a
major factor contributing to congest ion and
mainline safety problems.

The Waldorf Bypass Study should consider an
alignment to the "east so as to remove MD 5
trips from the entire Waldorf area. in AiEle
interim, consolidation of access points along
US 301 should be given serious consideration.

It is strongly recommended that this section
of the US 301/MD 5 corridor should be upgraded
with at least partial control of access as
soon as possible. Full control of access along
the MD 5 travelway portion is highly desir-
able.

MD 5 at Brandywine to US 50
(composite score 50)

This section has moderate traffic volumes and
no control of access. Suggest interim TSM im-
provements and consol idation of entrances.
Partial control of access, with interchanges
at high volume intersecting roads is recom-
mended as part of any major reconstruction
project.

US 50 to MD 32
(composite score 71)

The major problems are high traffic volumes,
above average accident rates and no control of
access along this section. Unorthodox median
land use near Crofton and Millersville

contributes to the safety hazard. While full
control of access ( freeway) would be
desirable, at least partial control is
imperative.

MD 32 to I-695
(composite score 78)

The major problems with this segment O MDE 3
are high traffic volumes, above average acci-
dent rates and no control of access. South of
MD 3 Business in the Benfield area unorthodox
median land use creates serious safety pro-
blems. This section is identified in the

1986-1991 Consolidated Transportation Program
for a 6/8 lane freeway reconstruction and will
become part of the Interstate System (I-97).
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MD 5 CORRIDOR
US 301 to D.C. Line

This roadway serves as a principal arterial
connecting D.C. with bedroom communities in
Prince George's and Charles Counties and pro-
vides an alternate interstate route to the
south via US 301l. The corridor currently has
partial control of access except for a small
Pportiocm north. of MDw637 teo: the DIC. Lines
Since most of the highway has partial control
the main emphasis is on providing capacity im-
provements and preserving right-of-way for fu-
ture freeway conversion south of I-95.

US 301 to I-95
(composite score 60)

The entire section should be upgraded to full
control of access. The most immediate service
and safety needs occur on the portion between
T=195) saind MDD §2123% Continuing suburbanization
of this area and the dramatic growth of bed-
room communities in Charles County is causing
increased congestion with resulting safety
problems. A very high number of injury acci-
dents and several fatal accidents have occur-
red on the portion north of MD 223. South of
MD 223 the land use remains mostly rural, with
traffic trips being more commuter and traveler

oriented.

I-95 to D.C. Line
(composite score 69)

This section 1is characterized by intense com-
mercial development, high volumes and heavy
turning movements. Accidents occur frequently
along this section as a result of the con-
gested land use and traffic patterns. The
number of injury accidents is high with sever-
al areas being identified as High Accident Lo-
cations. Except for the portion north of MD
637, enhanced access control is not deemed to
be cost effective. Consideration should be
given to providing partial control of access
for the short uncontrolled section between MD
637 and the Suitland Parkway as part of any
future reconstruction.
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MD 140/MD 30 CORRIDOR
I1-695 to Pennsylvania State Line

MDD 106 /308 ias. & Pripcilgil sartedial equrddef
which 1links Baltimore with southern Pennsyl-
vania. South of Reisterstown, MD 140 carries
a high volume mix of commuters and through
traffic oriented to Baltimore. The area 1is
rapidly becoming more urbanized and intense
commercial, industrial and high density resi-
dential development abuts the roadway.

North of Reisterstown, MD 30 quickly becomes
rural in nature, except as it passes through
Hampstead and Manchester, and traffic volumes
are only moderate. These older communities
allow parking along MD 30. The operating
speed is reduced by traffic signals and the
increased number of turning movements and
homes abutting the roadway . North of
Manchester to the Pennsylvania Line, MD 30
again takes on rural characteristics and
traffic volumes decline substantially.

I1-695 to MD 140 (Westminster Pike)
(composite score 73)

The major problems are high traffic volumes
and higher than average accident rates. The
injury accident rate is well above average and
13 High Accident Locations have been identi-
fied along this section. Land development
pressure is intense. No access control im—
provements are recommended along the existing
section of MD 140 since the Administration is
presently constructing the parallel Northwest

Expressway (freeway). The expressway, which
is open to service from I-695 to Franklin
Boulevard will become the travelway for this
principal arterial corridor. Reisterstown
Road will then supplement the corridor by
providing minor arterial support, which is
more in nature with its geometric condition
and lack of control of access.

MD 140 (Westminster Pike)
to Pennsylvania State Line
(composite score 49)

MD 30 experiences a higher than average acci-
dent rate and continuing growth near Hampstead
and Manchester. Traffic volumes have in-
creased 100% over the past decade. No control
of access currently exists along this section.
In the immediate future access control im-
provements along the existing roadway should
be limited to restricting new access points,
consol idating existing ones where practical
and TSM techniques (such as removing or
restricting the parking in Manchester and
Hampstead) . Any major construction or recon-
struction in this corridor, such as the Hamp-
stead Bypass, should include partial control
of access with provision for ultimate full
control of access should Pennsylvania decide
to upgrade the route.
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I-70 CORRIDOR
I-270 to I-695

I-70 begins at Baltimore and travels westward

across the continent. It 1is the major
Interstate route from the mid-west to the port
of Baltimore. This principal arterial

currently carries both the US 40 and the I-70
designation from Pine Orchard to Frederick

Cal By

MD 144 to Ijamsville Road
(Composite Score 54)

The 3.3 mile section from MD 144 (Patrick
Street) to Ijamsville Road is the only portion
of the I-70 corridor in Maryland not built to
freeway standards; it currently has partial

control of access. A relocation with full
control of access is currently under
construction. No capital expenditures for

access controls are recommended on the
existing section of US 40 which will revert to
a collector function after the relocation is
open to traffic in 1986.

T I =147/



'}l:\:,iorgon]"o[ Priority 3
Partial Ce US 50/MD 90 CORRIDCR

F Partial Control

~ /A E
/ ~ / i(Ulhmate Full Control) l-68 to OCEAN CITY

HINT ™S ;‘-‘# \_BJ_

e

)Freeway \
Reconstruct

v

Construction Program\
6 Lane Freeway

Construction Program _
Cape St. Claire Intch.

Construction Program 'J""' :
6 Lane Divided Highway A
Including MD 8 Interchange &, '
Access Control Improvements

D&E Program
Divided Highway Reconstruct,

— e
— Priority 2
—
~~Partial Control

| (Ultimate Full Control)

| |

“Divided Highway |

R-comtmct l Priority 4
= _' - | Partial Control
(Ultimate Full Control)

with Access Control Improv- |

ments ' /\\

HNI h / &

Access Control Improvements & / \

Construction Program_ { | ,/ \

4 Lane Bridge | / \

Construction Program s ] / \
| / \

6 Lane Divided Highway

HNI
Access Control Improvements %

Construction Program ;f;
4 Lane Divided Highway #2=
(Includes new Nanticoke —

River Bridge)

OCEAN CITY

N \\ SR i ¥

Access Control g2 o ' D&E Program {7/

Improvements D&E Program } Divided Highway ;/
Reconstruct

11Y-18 Freeway Construct




US 50/MD 90 CORRIDOR I-68 to OCEAN CITY

This arterial serves as an extension of I-68
near Annapolis to the Delmarva Peninsula and
its ocean resorts. In general, the major
deficiencies are related to the seasonal
traffic variation and insufficient control of
access. For the most part this roadway 1s a
four lane divided highway with partial or no
control of access. Congestion is greatest
near the William Preston Lane, Kent Narrows,
Choptank River and Nanticoke River Bridges and
in the small urban areas of Easton, Cambridge
and Salisbury.

1-68 to US 301 (composite score 71)

Land development and traffic growth pressures
are greatest in the vicinity of Stevensville
in Queen Anne's County and Annapolis on the
western shore. This section of US 50 experi-
iences an accident rate well above the state-
wide average. Four High Accident Locations
have been identified in the Annapolis area and
eight within Queen Anne's County. Recon-
struction of this section to freeway standards
should be a high priority.

US 301 to MD 404 (composite score 47)

After the split with US 301, US 50 turns
southeast with no control of access and a 30%
reduction in traffic volume. At the inter-
section of US 50 and MD 404, another traffic
split occurs since both roads serve the recre-
ation centers of the peninsula. High traffic
volumes and land development pressures in the
immediate future justify priority upgrading to
partial control of access. Consideration
should be given to constructing interchanges
at MD 213 and MD 404 shortly thereafter.
Ultimately full control of access should be
implemented.

MD 404 to US 13 (composite score 52)

South of MD 404 traffic volumes diminish
somewhat with higher volumes occurring in and
near the small urban areas. In these areas the

impact of high seasonal volumes coupled with
local traffic is greatest. The presence of two
2 lane river crossings (Choptank and Nanti-
coke) also contributes to service and safety
problems along this 59 mile section of US 50.
There is no control of access except east of
MD 349 near Salisbury. It 1is, recommended
that access control improvements be imple-
mented in the vicinity of the urban areas
and river crossings and then be expanded to
provide partial control, and in the longer
term full control, along this section.

In the Easton area, MD 322, which was built as
a western bypass with partial control of
access, should be redesignated as US 50 and
reconstructed as a divided highway when
traffic congestion warrants. In Cambridge,
the completion of the new Choptank bridge
should enhance traffic operations for the
immediate future but consideration of a bypass

will be necessary when the entire US 50
corridor 1is eventually upgraded to freeway
standards. In Salisbury an extension of the

existing bypass westward will relieve downtown
congestion in the future.

MD 13 to OCEAN CITY (composite score 41)

US 50 continues as a principal arterial with
partial control of access and reduced traffic
volumes until it reaches MD 90, which serves
as the principal arterial route into Ocean
City while US 50 is downgraded to an inter-
mediate arterial. Since MD 90 was constructed
to be a full control of access highway and
carries an increasing proportion of Ocean City
bound traffic, it would be logical to rede-
signate it as US 50 in the future. Partial
controls along existing US 50 end at MD 452.
From there to Assawoman Bay TSM measures,
selective frontage roads, and regulation of
new access points should be used to obtain the
best degree of control practical. The entire
US 50/MD 90 alignment should ultimately be
upgraded to freeway standards in the future.
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MD 2 CORRIDOR
MD 4 to US 50

While this intermediate arterial 1links Anna-
polis with southern Maryland, via MD 4, this
portion of MD 2 is primarily commuter oriented
serving the many communities in Southern Anne
Arundel County. The facility is generally un-
controlled and carries moderate volumes, ex-
cept in the vicinity of Annapolis. Given the
limited volume of through traffic, continuous
access controls are not recommended for this
corridor.

MD 4 to MD 214
(composite score 35)

The current deficiencies associated with this
section are relatively minor as compared to
other corridors although considerable residen-
tial growth is expected to continue. It is
recommended that access controls on the por-
tion between MD 214 and MD 259 be improved
through consolidation of existing and future
access points wherever feasible. Since the
future minimal mileage primary connection to
MD 4 is via an improved MD 259, no access con-
trol improvements are deemed necessary on the
portion of MD 2 south of MD 259 which will re-
vert to the Secondary highway system.

MD 214 to US 50
(composite score 65)

With its proximity to the growing Annapolis
area, this section of MD 2 experiences rela-
tively high traffic volumes and much higher
than average accident and injury accident
rates. Four High Accident Locations have been
designated within this section. While safety
and service problems associated with heavy
commuter traffic warrant immediate correction,
access control improvements should generally
be limited to consolidation of access points,
selective frontage roads and land use controls
throughout the corridor. However, for any ma-
jor construction/reconstruction projects par-
tial control of access should be consid-
ered.
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MD 4 (MD 2/4) CORRIDOR
MD 235 to D.C. Line

ThiEg." corrider. amd . the™“MD 54 corridor ®1ink
southern Maryland and Washington, D.C. To an
increasing degree most of Southern Maryland is
becoming more urban oriented. As an intermed-
jate arterial and commuter route, the applica-
tion of access control improvements will be
needed to preserve the vehicular carrying
capacity of MD 4.

MD 235 to US 301
(composite score 43)

The northern portion of this section is cur-
rently experiencing significant development
pressures from the D.C. urbanized area and
moderate traffic volumes occur. Except for
the Wayson's Corner area, the Anne Arundel
County portion is partially controlled while
the section in Prince George's County is fully
controlled. The Wayson's Corner area, given
its MWigh accident rate, ,should ke given stop
priority and form the focal point of access
improvements to upgrade the remaining portion
oifatahier MDR AN D2 N cornritdor & PRI contECIS O
access is recommended north of MD 260 due to
higher traffic volumes. Elsewhere, partial
control with selective interchanges at high
volume crossroads in order to maintain a high
degree of mobility on the mainline is desir-
able. MD 2/4 from south of MD 264 to the
Thomas Johnson Bridge is currently being re-
constructed to a four lane divided highway.
Partial control of access has been incorpor-
ated into the reconstruction.

SOl (o) =95
(composite score 42)

Most of this section has full control of ac-
cess. Partial controls exist from I-95 to
Dower House Road. It is recommended that this
section be upgraded to full control as soon as
possible to establish design continuity. The
section currently experiences an above average
accident rate.

1-95 to D.C. Line
(composite score 42)

This section has partial control of access.
It is recommended that the existing roadway be
preserved by maintaining the present level of
control and as needed improve operation by TSM
measuress at critical locations., . Bhe*Bistrict
of Columbia has no plans to significantly
improve their portion of this corridor.
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US 13 CORRIDOR
Virginia State Line to Delaware State Line

This corridor serves as a principal arterial
connecting the Delmarva Peninsula and northern
BastMCeoast @it iesowith Norfelk via the .Chesa=
peake Bay Bridge/ Tunnel. While much of the
traffic is interstate in nature, the Salisbury
urban area 1is also a center of commuter
oriented traffic.

Virginia State Line to US 113
(composite score 30)

This section has no control of access south of
MD 366. The roadway is a 4 lane divided high-
way which currently operates with moderate
traf fic volumes through a rural countryside
without major problems. Partial control of
access is recommended to preserve the route's
operational level. Consideration might be
glven, to Tull Eonkiel w1t Mirginia substan~
tially upgrades its portion.

US 113 to North Termini Salisbury Bypass
(composite score 44)

The newly constructed Salisbury Bypass is ful-
ly controlled with the remainder of US 13
DEThg Eartially @OhEceifed.” While no furthew
improvement of access control is warranted at
this time, ultimately full control would be
desirable along this important principal
arterial corridor if Delaware and/or Virginia
substantially improve their portions of US 13.

North Termini Salisbury Bypass
to Delaware Line
(composite score 45)

This section has no control of access but car-
ries the highest traffic volumes. It is re-
commended partial control should be imple-
mented to preserve the roadway's functional
integrity. Full control might be considered
in the near future if Delaware were to
substantially upgrade their portion of this
facility.
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US 15/340 CORRIDOR
Virginia State Line to Pennsylvania State Line

Due to mountainous terrain to the west, US 15/
340 provides an alternative principal arterial
corridor to I-81. The corridor serves a mod-
erate volume of interregional traffic, with
rapid urbanization and increasing commuter
traffic in the vicinity of the City of Freder-
ick. Pennsylvania has a 2 lane fully control-
led highway bypassing Gettysburg. Most other
corridor improvement projects within the adja-
cent states have been deferred.

Virginia State Line to I-70
(composite score 45)

US 340/US 15 south of Frederick was upgraded
to a 4 lane freeway in the 60's except for the
section from the Washington County Line to the
Virginia State Line, where only partial con-
trol of access exists. While adequate for the
foreseeable future, this small section should
be upgraded to full control when and if Vir-
ginia and West Virginia substantially improve
theirsportion,of the. corridor.. ' Their portion
is substandard and motorists and truckers
often avoid it.

I-70 to Pennsylvania State Line
(composite score 41)

Phetpatt idnYinlthe City of Préd@rick e fiully
controlled. Recent reconstruction of the last
undivided portion of this roadway near Thur-
mont establishes at least partial control of
access throughout this section. It is ex-
pected this project will eliminate the most

critical service and safety problems, which
had plagued US 15 for many years. Ul timate-
ly, on a individual basis, interchanges should
be constructed to extend the fully controlled
sect ion beyond MD 26 to the Pennsylvania Line.
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US 301 CORRIDOR
US 50 to Delaware Line
(composite score 37)

This principal arterial 1links the Chesapeake
Bay Bridge with the Upper Shore and Delaware.
Ccurrently the roadway 1is a 4 lane divided
highway with partial control of access. Gen-
erally the significant problem is accidents at
or in the vicinity of the unsignalized inter-
secting roadways. TSM improvement emphasis
should be given to these locations for the
immediate future.

While partial control of access adequately
serves the relatively low traffic and the
adjoining land use, this corridor does have
the potential, with improved connect ions with-
in Delaware, to become a more attractive al-
ternative facility for north/south interstate
travel. The State of Delaware is currently
studying US 301 corridor improvements and, if
implemented, Maryland should proceed toward
ultimate full control by constructing inter-
changes where they are individually warranted
by service and safety factors.
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MD 24/US 1 CORRIDOR
12m5+£o" Pehnsylvania Sta‘te Line

The MD 24/US 1 corridor is a wunigque route
within the State Primary Highway System. As
the dogleg configuration might imdicatey
through trip travel on this routing is mini-
mal . While MD 24 carries heavy traffic vol-
umes, most trips are oriented from the Bel Air
ardlh k6 T-95 lapd HiEn  Vilegt-985 to mayoF nLe-
gional/national activity centers. The trip
length on MD 24 is relatively short and traf-
fic is dominated by commuter/local business
trips. US 1 serves the growing, but still
predominately rural sections of northeastern
Har ford County and provides the most direct
access to Bel Air. While trip lengths tend to
be longer, overall volumes are at best moder-
ate with a low percentage of interstate or in-
terregional traffic at this time.

S 1 and MD 24 serve independent purposes and
o not constitute a singular routing. TS
recommended no access control improvements,
other than those currently programmed, be im-
plemented pending study of this corridor as a
Primary route. Given the rapid growth of
western Har ford County and northeastern Balti-
more County and their orientation to Baltimore
the study should include the sect ion of the US
1 corridor between I-695 and MD 24 Relocated.

MNP 24 Firem TS Eter ST
(composite score 51)

MD 24 is a minor arterial connecting I-95 with
US 1. The MD 24 corridor south of Bel Air is
a major growth area in Harford County. The
section of the existing roadway immediately
south of US 1 Business has an accident rate
almost three times the statewide average. High
traffic volumes, heavy development pressure
and no control of access have prompted con-
struction of A 4 lane divided relo cation with
partial control of access.

US 1 from MD 24 to Pennsylvania State Line
(composite score 31)

This intermediate arterial serves the commu-
nities in northern Harford and Cecil Counties,
and provides the only free bridge across the
Susquehanna River in Maryland. The US 1 Bypass
of "DeT pdilid . BB +» Tull .control of (@ceess | but
from north of Bel Air to MD 273 in Cecil Coun-
ty no access controls exist. North of MD 273
partial control exists. Traffic volumes are
molerate with higher than average accident
rates occurring along the unimproved portion.

Pennsylvania has upgraded portions of their
US 1 corridor substantially, while Maryland
has not made a similar commitment. Pending
study of the entire US 1/MD 24 corridor, ac-
cess control improvements along non-programmed
sections should be limited to consolidations
of existing residential and commercial entran-
ces, regulation of new access points and
TSM safety/ service measures at specific loca-
tions.
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MD 213/MD 279 CORRIDOR
US 301 to I-95
(composite score 34)

This intermediate arterial corridor, including
portions of MD 279 and MD 313, connects the
Upper Shore with I-95 and US 301. MD 2180 ivsy @
regionally important roadway providing access
from the upper Eastern Shore to the Wilmington

me tropolitan area. It bisects the fastest
growing area of Cecil County - the Greater
Elkton Planning Area. e Taler iR gl - ST @

traffic volumes and corresponding accident
rates are highest. South of the Elkton vici-
nity traffic volumes diminish progressively.
The volume of through traffic is relatively
low, perhaps in part due to the fact the pre-
sent conditions of the bridges over the major
rivers prevent truck traffic from using MD
213.

All major construction projects warranted by
localized safety, service and/or structural
conditions, such as the purposed Elkton
Bypass, ,should "include ipartial control of
access. Other access control improvements
along the existing roadway should be limited
to consolidation of existing entrances and
control of new access points, except the sec-
tion north of the C&D Canal to the proposed
Elkton Bypass where partial control is deemed
to be desirable.

At present, Delaware is studying improvements
of its portion of US 301 which closely para-
llels the US 213 corridor. Given the current
low usage of MD 213 for through traffic trips
and to avoid duplication of expenditures and
facilities, should Delaware elect to signifi-
cantly improve US 301, no continuous corridor-
wide access control improvements are recom-
mended at this time. Consideration might be
given to removing MD 213/MD 279 from the Pri-
mary System in the future.
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MD 404 CORRIDOR
US 50 to Delaware State Line

MD 404 functions as an intermediate arterial
and links US 50 with Denton and the Delaware
resorts. It is used as an alternate route
pDetween the Bay Bridge and the ocean resorts
which accounts for a high seasonal variation
in traffic volumes. While MD 404 maintains a
adequate | Level ' ofs trafficéd’ opération’ might
months a year, increased volumes during the
summer months create interrupted flow and low
operating speeds on this two lane roadway.

US 50 to Denton Bypass, west of Denton
(composite score 30)

A priority along MD 404 is that partial con-
trol of access should be acquired between US
50 and the Denton Bypass. The existing right-
of-way 1s adequate to construct a four lane
divided roadway. Additional right-of-way may
be required where service roads are needed to
establish partial control of access.

Begin Denton Bypass, west of Denton to
MD 16, east of Denton
(composite score 45)

MD 404 within the Town of Denton has the worst
cumulative rating due to its high accident
rate, which is five times higher than com-
parable roadways on the State system, and
highest “traffic ‘volum&s. In additiom, ., the
injury accident rate is twice the statewide
average. This portion has the highest
priority for access control improvements along
the MD 404 corridor. This section, which
includes MD 404 Relocated around Denton (open
to traffic in 1988), should have partial
control of access provisions included in any
ma jor improvements.

MD 16 to Delaware State Line
(composite score 30)

The acguisition of partial access controls as
part of roadway dualization between the Denton
Bypass and Delaware should be considered in
the future. The reconstruction of this eas-
ternmost section should be coordinated with
and dependent upon the State of Delaware
improving its portion of the MD 404 corridor.
In the interim access control improvements
should be limited to selective consolidation
of entrances, TSM measures and regulation of
new access points.
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US 48 (US 40) CORRIDOR
Us 220 to I-70
(composite score 33)

UsS 40, the National Pike, connects Cumberland,
via 1-70, with major East Cost cities. The
section is scheduled to be upgraded as part of
Us 48 corridor, the National Freeway.

BRist ipgh - US 1 40 reastw of Cumberland 1is a
combination of two to four lanes of mountain-
ous roadway with full or partial Corrtr @l -of
access in very few locations. The reconstruc-
t ion along US 40 east of Cumberland will fill
in the missing 1link of an improved freeway
connect ion across the mountains of Western

Maryland. The Administration is committed to
compelling a four lane freeway 1in this
corridor. Any investment in the highway

network in Western Maryland, along with a
sound economic development plan, could lead to
an influx of dollars and stronger economy for
the region.
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US 219/US 40 CORRIDOR
Oakland to Pennsylvania State Line

US 219 functions as the intermediate arterial
connection between Oakland, the county seat of
Garrett County, and US 48. US 219 is also the
major access route south from US 48 to the
recreational area around Deep Creek Lake.

MD 135 to US 48
(composite score 33)

The major problem is peak summer traffic vol-
umes which increases approximately 50% above
the average daily traffic volume. Addition-
ally, the accident rate in Oakland is 30%
higher than the statewide average for roadways
with the same design characteristics. The
corridor is also being affected by continuing
development pressure in the Deep Creek Lake
area.

The purchase of continuous access controls
along the existing roadway in Oakland is not
feasible due to the significant adjacent
development. In order to alleviate this
greatest problem area, it is strongly recom-
mended that a bypass of Oakland be built from
the MD 219 (South) and MD 135 intersection

east of Oakland to MD 219 at Cherry Glade Run,
north of Oakland,
trols.

with partial access con-

Ideally, partial control of access should be
established along all of US 219 north of Oak-
land to US 48. This should be implemented
primarily in conjunction with future dualiza-
tion along much of this roadway. It is recog-
nized, however, this highway also serves the
purpose of providing the only local access to
several areas. Accordingly, compromises will
be necessary at locations where eliminating
all local access points may not be cost
effective or in the best interest of the local
economy .

US 48 to Pennsylvania State Line
(composite score 20)

This section of US 40 serves an intermediate
arterial function since the US 48 corridor has
been completed west through West Virginia. It
provides the most direct access to several
small to moderate sized urban areas in south-
western Pennsylvania.

Access control improvements along US 40 north
of US 48 will be limited to providing contin-
uous left hand turn lanes within the existing
right-of-way, minimizing the number of new
access points and consolidating existing ones
when practical.
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MD 140 CORRIDOR
Northwest Expressway (MD 795) to US 15

MD 140 functions as an intermediate arterial
and connects the towns of Taneytown and West-
minster with the northwestern Baltimore sub-
urbs and US 15. The eastern part of the cor-
ridor is a heavily used commuter route to
Baltimore while the portion west of Westmin-
ster services a rural area with limited
through trips.

MD 795 to MD 97 North
(composite score 41)

This portion is another example, like Ritchie
Highway, of the consequences of not providing
adequate access control provisions in past new
construction projects. Although most of this
section was constructed as a bypass/reloc-
cation in the fifties, today much of it serves
as a commercial strip. While the impact of
land development with unrestricted access is
greatest in the immediate environs of West-
minster, the continued suburbanization of
eastern Carroll County continues to generate
greater traffic volumes which also impacts the
roadways service capabilities.

Partial control should be established along MD
140 to improve mobility and prevent additional
direct land service access. It is recognized
this will be difficult and expensive to attain
partial controls, particularly at certain
heavily developed locations. Development of
service roads, interchanges when warranted by
service volumes, consolidation of existing
entrances and strict regulation of new access
points should be pursued immediately to
prevent further deterioration. A new bypass
option is being considered in the vicinity of
Westminster.

MD 97 to US 15
(composite score 21)

From US 15 to north of Westminster, MD 140
travels through a rural setting with little
pressure for roadside development except in
the area around Taneytown. The major problem
area in this section 1is through Taneytown,
where MD 140 is a typical small town street
with parking allowed on both sides and resi-
idents and commercial establishments Thave
direct access. This results in a higher than
average accident rate. The State is currently
studying a bypass proposal which should in-
clude partial control of access provisions as
part of its construction.

East of Taneytown to MD 31 near Westminster,
MD 140 was constructed in the early 1960's
with partial control of access and right-of-
highway accommodate a ultimate four lane
divided highway. No additional upgrading of
access control is recommended at this time.
West of Taneytown partial access control
should be pursued in the future.
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US 113 CORRIDOR
US 13 to Delaware State Line

US 113 serves as an intermediate arterial and
connects the largest communities of Worcester
County on a north/south axis. The section
north of US 50 is affected to a greater degree
by resort traffic and development.

US 13 to US 50
(composite score 26)

This section has no control of access except
for the bypass of Snow Hill. The roadway is
generally adeqguate except for the accident
rate which is above the statwide average in
the vicinity of Berlin. Traffic volumes are
generally low with increases in and near the
major towns. It is recommended that when the
roadway between Snow Hi11 “anpd Berlin® is
reconstructed partial control of access be
incorporated into its design. In the interim,
access control improvements, should include
stringent regulation of new access points,
consolidated of entrances and TSM measures.
South of Snow Hill these "interim" measures
should be sufficient for the long term as
well.

US 50 to Delaware State Line
(composite score 32)

This section has no control of access except
in the area of the US 50 interchange. Traf fic
volumes are heavier than generally found on
the section south of US 50, with the segment
in the vicinity of MD 90 experiencing higher
than average accident and personal injury
rates. When this roadway is relocated in the

future it is recommended that partial control
of access be incorporated into its design. In
the interim selective consolidat ion of
entrances, TSM measures and regulation of new
access points should be pursued.

IT1T-49







APPENDICES







APPENDIX A
COUNTY INVENTORY OF SHA ACCESS CONTROLS







EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 62.58)

ALLEGANY
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 126.55)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total | {1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Clagsification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 19.36 4,08 21.87 45,31 None in Allegany
3 (73%) County

Intermediate Arterial 0 0 14,00 14.00

(22%)
Minor Arterial 0 0 DA 2574

(4%)
Major Collector 0 0 0.56 0,56

(1%)
Total 19.36 4,08 39,14 62,58

(31%) (7%) (62%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls{|Route Limits Length | Function | Control
US 40} Garrett County Line to 13,10 |Prin, ArtJ Full None in Allegany County
/US48{MD 639
US 40{MD 639 to MD 144 AN 2,58 |Prin, ArtdJd Full
/Us
220
US 40{MD 144 AC to MD 144 AD 0.85 |Prin, Artd Partial
US 40|US 40 Scenic to east of 3.23|Prin, ArtJ Partial
Mountain Road
US 40|East of Mountain Road to 3,68 |Prin, ArtJ Full
/US48least of Orleans Road
A-2




¢
)

EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL ;
Primary System

Full Control
meawme Partial Control s
No Control
— 2" Proposed Primary

Secondary System

)
e
e

e Fy il Control
=== Partial Control d
=== No Control

. ANNE ARUNDEL
COUNTY

MARYLAND

\Tf

. —— —

COUNTY




ANNE ARUNDEL
EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 108,11) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 236.11)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total }[1980 State Punctional Full Partial Total Controlled
Clagsification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 43.80 6.43 19.56 69.79 Principal Arterial )3 7/0) (0] 3.70
(64%)
Intermediate Arterial 4,70 SRPZI 20 512 34,52 Intermediate 3.81 1.36 5.17
(32%)
Minor Arterial 3.80 0 0 3.80 Minor Arterial (0] 2 8 Zyalts]
(4%)
Total Major Collector 0 0.76 0.76
52.30 15,66 40,15 108,11 Total 7z S0t 4,30 11.81
(48%) (15%) (37%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function { Controls] |Route Limits Length | Function | Controls
MD 2 |MD 393 to US 50 0594 Mrn t. Art. |Bartiall : 4
Mp 3 |MD 3 Bus. to I-695 @ I-895A Prin. ArtJrull 1-695 i?ng to Baltimore County 2.81 |Prin. Art} Full
g gzrllzgrgozgunty PrEgER .40 “[Int.[ Art, Partial Qieor feal tinore City Liné to D 3f = 2.63 | Bring arel Furt
MD 10{MD 648E to MD 695 3.80 |[Minor Art{Full s :Ziti:ziz g‘i’:;t{iiz“jts‘il) iy R, FULL
MD 32]Waterbury Road to Discus 4.75 |Int. Art, {Partial
Mill Road
MD 32|MD 295 to Howard County I OEIR ISR, AL tARaY i gl : L
Line SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
MD 46]BWI Airport to MD 295 2,08 |Int., Art, |Full State Type o
US 50| Prince George's County Ling 11.83 |[Prin. Art{Full Route Limits Length | Function | Controls
/301 {to MD 786C MD 32 {MD 178 to MD 32 Ult. and 1. 36 Min., Art.] Partial
US 50]MD 786C to Sandy Point Road 5.39 |Prin. Art{Partial MD 32 Ult., to MD 175 :
/301 MD 70 JCollege Creek to US 50 i, 36: Min. Art.] Partial
US 50f Sandy Point Road to Queen 2.88 |[Prin. Art]Full IMD100 {MD 607 to MD 10 3.81 Int. Art.{ Full
/301 {Anne's County Line (toll) MD100 [MD 177 to MD 607 0.76 |Maj. Colll Partial
MD10O|MD 10 to MD 3 3.80 |Int. Art, |Full MD424 [MD 793 to US 50/301 0.87 |Min. Art.|Partial
MD295] Prince George's County 15,24 |Prin, Art{Full = MD 3 to I-895B 0.82 Prin., ArY Full
Line to Baltimore County 895A

Line (part Federal) I- MD 2 to I-895 2.88 | Prin. Art.Full
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BALTIMORE
COUNTY

EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 114.29) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 275.89)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 97.86 0 11.10 108.96 Intermediate Arterial] 3.45 2.55 6.00
(95%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 2R58 2.53 Minor Arterial 0.85 isapl'3 1.98
(2%)
Minor Arterial Q1539 0 0] ) CE) Major Collector 0.59 0.15 0.74
(1%)
Major Collector 1.81 0 0 1,81 Total 4,89 3o 218} 8,72
(2%)
Total 100.66 0 13.63 114,29
(88%) (0%) (12%) (100%)

PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN

State Type of State Type of

Route Limits Length | Function | Controls]||Route Limits Length | Function | Control

I-70 }|Howard County Line to I-695 2,89 PPrin. Art.] Full MD 25{MD 25A to MD 130 0.15 Maj. Coll]l Partial

I-70 |I-695 to Baltimore City Ling 1.8l Maj. Coll.| Full MD25A|I-83 to MD 25 @ 559 Maj. Coll} Full

1-83 |Baltimore City Line to 27,88 Prin. Art.| Full MD 41 [Baltimore City Line to Joppa | 2.55 Int, Art.| Partial
Pennsylvania State Line Road

I-95 |Howard County Line to 3.65 Prin, Art.] Full MD 43 )Honeygo Boulevard to US 40 1.43 Int, Art.| Full
Baltimore City Line . MD166|I—95 to south of Cedar Avenue| 0,85 'Min: Artgilis Fudll

[-95 [Baltimore City Line to L 5308 shalioly 7z & ity Bl MD700:US 40 to Windlass Lane 1,13 [Min. Art.| Partial
Harford County Line (part MD702 |MD 695 to Old Eastern Avenue | 2.02 Int. Art.j Full

toll) ' k
MD166 fUS 1 to 1I-95 0.99 Min. Art, |Full

MD295 |Anne Arundel County Line to 1.43 Prin. Art.|Full
Baltimore City Line
L-695 |Anne Arundel County Line to] 27.76 Prin. Art.}rFull
MD 695 @ I-95
MD695 |I-695 at I-95 to Anne Arun-| 13,81 Prin. Art.|Full
del County Line

T-795 |I-695 to Owings Mills 4.28 pPrin., Art |Full
Boulevard
1-895 [Howard County Line to Anne 4.63 Prin. Art,.|Full

iArundel County Line (toll)
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 41,81)

CALVERT
COUNTY

MD 2

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 82,08)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Intermediate Arterial 0 6.14 35.67 [41.08 None in Calvert
(100%) County
Total 0 6.14 35.67 41,08
(0%) (15%) (85%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls] |Route Limits Length | Function | Control
MD 2/ 0.6 mile south of Parran 5.49 |Int. Art.|Partial None in Calvert County
4 Road to MD 264
MD 4 | St. Mary's County Line to 0,65 [Int., Art,|Partial
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

CAROLINE
COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE (16.47) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 139,77)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Intermediate Arterial 0 1.36 15.11 16,47 Minor Arterial (0] 3.45 3.45
(100%)
Total 0 1.36 L5y 000 16.47 Total 0 3.45 3.45
(0%) (8%) (92%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls||Route Limits Length | Function | Control
MD404 |[Watts Creek to Double Hills| 0.25 Int. Art.] Partial MD313} MD318 @ MD 634 to Faulkner 3.45 Min. Art, |Partial
Road Branch
MD404 |Gay Street to Sharp Road e 1NIE Int. Art.] Partial
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 37.61)

CARROLL
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 182.15)

1980 State Functilonal Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls | Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 1.61 0 LGt 12.73 Minor Arterial 0] 25.67 25.67
(34%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 9,38 150510 24,88 Major Collector 0 ()¢s,7/] (0) 7/
(66%) s
Total 0 26.46 26.46
Total l.61 9.38 26.62 37.61
(4%) (25%) (71%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls} JRoute Limits Length | Function Controlé
I-70 |Frederick County Line to 1.61 [Prin, Art. Full MD 26| Martz Road to Emerald Lane 1.70 Min. Art. {Partial
Howard County Line MD 26 Klees Mill Road to Freter Rd .62 Min., Art, [Partial [
MD140 {MD 31 to MD 832 91,8188 IEnSE - JAlEty Partial}{MD 27} I-70 to MD 808A 2,88 Min, Art, fPartial
MD 271 WM R/R to MD 852G 2,40 Min. Art. |Partial
MD 3] New Windsor to MD 140 6,10 Min. Art. |Partial
MD 32| Howard County Line to north 1.48 Min, Art, {Partial
corporate limits of Sykes-
ville
MD 91y MD 897D to MD 140 0,35 Min., Art. |Partial
MD 91§ MD 140 to MD 879E 0.79 pMaj. ColldPartial
MD 97 MD 850H to begin divided 9.35 Min. Art. |Partial
highway near MD 140
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

CECIL
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 164.96)

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 53.73)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls | Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 18.56 3.20 0 2575 Minor Arterial 0 3.44 3.44
(41%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 2505 20.53 22,58
(42%) _all
Minor Arterial 0 4,06 5483 9 3e Total 0 3.44 3.44
(17%)
Total 18.56 9.31 25886 SBNS
(35%) (17%) (48%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controlsj|Route Limits Length | Function | Controls
US 1 | MD 273 to Pennsylvania . 4.06 |Min Art. |Partial MD275} US 222 to MD 276 202> Min. Art.|Partial
State Line MD279| US 40 to MD 213 1.19 Min. Art,] Partial
I-95 | Harford County Line to 18.56 jPrin. ArtjFull
Delaware State Line (Toll)
MD279 | Big Elk Creek to MD 823 2.05 |Int. Art,}Partial
at Chestnut Hill Road
[Us301 | Kent County Line to 3.20 |Prin. Art|Partial

Delaware State Line
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 38.94)

CHARLES

COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 198.88)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 0 0 26,57 26.57 None in Charles
(68%) County
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 L2537 125 37
(32%)
Total 0 0 38.94 38.94
(0%) (0%) (100%) | (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| |Route Limits Length | Function | Control

None in Charles County

None in Charles County
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

DORCHESTER

COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE ~ 16.95) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE ~ 121.26)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 0 0 16.95 MORIIS None in Dorchester
(100%) County

Total 0 0 16.95 16.95

(0%) (0%) (100%) | (100%)

PRIMARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of

Route Limits Length | Function | Controls||Route Limits Length | Function | Controls

None in Dorchester County

None in Dorchester County
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FREDERICK
EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 85.11) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 280.97)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls  Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 55.55 24.93 0 80.48 Intermediate Arterial 0 7.21 7520,
(95%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 4,63 4,63 Minor Arterial 0 2520k 221
(5%)
Total 55.55 24.93 4.63 85.11 —_ —_— C—
(66%) | (29%) (5%) (1o0%) | [Torat P 2 €as
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls] |Route Limits Length | Function | Control
US/15{US 15 to US 40 4,74 |Prin. Art.| Full US 15 Potomac River to UD 340 7215 [Ent. ArE.iiPartial
340 MD 24 US 15 to 0.3 mile east of 0.83 Min. Art. |Partial
US 15|US 15/340 to north of MD355] 3,42 |Prin., Art. Full MD 355
US 15|North of MD 355 to 21.63 |Prin. ArtJ Partial ||MD194 Walkersville Bypass 1,38 Min, Art, |Partial

- Pennsylvania State Line
US 40|US 15 at Jefferson Street Ie388 P rin .« Artd Eualil
to I-70/1I-270

US 40|MD 144 to Ijamsville Road 3.30 |Prin. Artd Partial
I-70 |Washington County Line to 16.92 |Prin. ArtJd Full
MD 144

I-70 jIjamsville Road to Carroll 8,96 [Prin. Artd Full
County Line
I-270|Montgomery County Line to 10,06 |Prin. Artd Full
I-70
US340| Washington County Line to 10,12 |Prin. Artd Full
Us 15
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System
eammsmm Full Control
@ ae Partial Control
No Control
—_ZZ Proposed Primary
Secondary System

=enee Partial Control
== NO Control

GARRETT
COUNTY

MARYLAND



EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 136.4

GARRETT
COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 61,.92)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial BPINS 0 0 32.15 Intermediate Arterial 0 885 335
(52%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 3.40 26.37 29.77 e = ==
(48%) Weitail 0 385 B35
Total SPRVLS 3.40 26,37 61.92
(52%) (5%) (43%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | ControlsjRouté Limits Length | Function | Controls
US 48] West Virginia State Line 32.15 |Prin. Artd Full MD135] US 219 south to Little 1.34 |Int. Art,{Partial
to Allegany County Line Youghioheny River
US219| Deep Creek Bridge to MD 42 3.40 |Prin, Artd Partial ||MD135{ MD 38 to MD 135C 1.40 |Int. Art,|Partial
US219] B&0 Bridge to MD 135 0.61 {Int. Art.|Partial
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL

Primary System
ssmmmmm Full Control
eaesme Partial Control

No Control
T = Proposed Primary

Secondary System

e Full Control
=es == Partial Control
[ S NO CO"tro'

HARFORD
COUNTY

MARYLAND




EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 41,25)

HARFORD

COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 235.86)

l922a§;i;iczﬁzziional Coitiils gizzizis ConSSOIS Mf§;§1 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
age Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 18. 34 0 0 18. 34 Intermediate Arterial 0 Sihlss 3.13
(44%)
Minor Arterial 220 0 2)0) 7L 22,91 Minor Arterial Ry 21.51 281188
(56%)
Total 20.54 0 210) 3 7L 41,25 2.32 24,64 26.96
{50%) (0%) (50%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN . SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
tate Type of State T
Route Limits Length | Function | Controlsj|Rout Limits Length | Function ciﬁ:rgf
US 1] MD 24 Relocated to US 1 2,20 §Min., Art,|Full US 1 [MD 147 to MD 24 Relocated 2632 Min. Art.|Full
Business north of Bel Air MD 22|I-95 to Aberdeen Proving Brlsa Int. Art.|Partial
I-95 | Baltimore County Line to 18.34 | Prin, ArtjFull Grounds
Cecil County Line (Toll) IMD 23]US 1 to MD 165 6173 Min. Art.| Partial
MD 24| I-95 to Aberdeen Proving BESS Min. Art.] Partial
Grounds
MD152| I-95 to 0l1ld Mountain Road 0.84 Min. Art.| Partial
MD152| 014 Mountain Road to 0.81 Min. Art.| Partial
Stockton Road
MD152| MD 147 to end divided highway 0.43 |Min. Art.] Partial
MD152| Connelly Road to Carrs Mill 1.20 Min. Art.| Partial
MD155) Hope Mill Road to MD 156 1.34 Min. Art.| Partial
MD155{ MD 462 to I-95 1.77 Min. Art.| Partial
MD165] 01d Pylesville Road to 3.64 Min. Art. Partial
Pennsylvania State Line
MD715 US 40 to Aberdeen Proving 1.20 Min. ArtJ Partial
Grounds
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ssssmmm Full Control C il MARYLAND
mwmme Partial Control Y
No Control
— = —Z Proposed Primary
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C—— Fu“ Control
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; HOWARD
COUNTY

EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 66.70) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 135.86)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls | Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 41.85 10.88 (0] SIS Intermediate Arterial 0 SiN22 Slali2
(79%)
Minor Arterial (0] 6. 34 6432 12,66 Minor Arterial 0 5.36 5.36
(19%)
Major Collector 17,31 0 0 L8l Major Collector 0.46 0 0.46
(2%)
Total 43.16 1574 22 (5, 22 -66,70 Total 0.46 10.58 11.04
(65%) (26%) (9%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| {Route Limits Length | Function | Control
US 291 Montgomery County Line to 10.38 | Prin, ArY. Partial}|US 29| I-70 to MD 99 0.46 Maj. Coll.| Full
MD 103 US 40| I-70 to MD 144 2.67 Min. Art. | Partial
US 29 MD 103 to I-70 2,72 | Prin. ArfY. Full MD175} US 1 to US 29 Se22" " lint AntaslsPartial
MD 321 Anne Arundel County Line tq 0,50 | Prin. Art. Partial]|MD216¢ Leishear Road to Prince 2,69 Min. Art, | Partial
0.5 mile west of Anne George's County Line
Arundel County Line
MD 34 0.5 mile west of Anne 6,99 | Prin., Arf. Full
Arundel County Line to
Pindel School Road
MD 33 Pindel School Road to MD32| <o gg| Min. -art,e Partial
MD 31 MD 108 to Burntwoods Road 5.48] Min. Art4 Partial
I-70} Carroll County Line to 19.47] Prin. Arf. Full
Baltimore County Line
I-95] Prince George's County 11.51} Prin. Ary. Full
Line to Baltimore County
J Line
MD1L3 US 1 to I-95 1.31} Maj. Coll. Full
1-899 I-95 to Baltimore County 1.04| prin. Art Full
Line (Toll)
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System
smmmmm Full Control
m@mmm Partial Control
No Control
<= Proposed Primary
Secondary System

w—memaen  Fyll Control
=== Partial Control
No Control

KENT
COUNTY

MARYLAND

!Iijﬁ?";ﬂ




EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

KENT
COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE - 13.07) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE- 160.44)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 0 8.79 0 8.79 None in Kent County
(67%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 4,28 4,28
(33%)
Total 0 8.79 4,28 13.07
(0%) (67%) (33%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| |Route Limits Length | Function | Controls]
us Queen Anne's County Line 8.79 |Prin. Art} Partial None in Kent County

301

to Cecil County Line
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MONTGOMERY
COUNTY

MARYLAND

EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

smmmmms Full Control
mmmam Partial Control
No Control
— "= pProposed Primary
Secondary System

e Full Control
== as == Partial Control
No Control "f;.:._ >
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MONTGOMERY
EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 51.63) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 307.77)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 29,45 8.01 4.37 51.63 Intermediate Arterial| 1.52 2 3k.02 4,54
(100%)
Minor Arterial 0 11.64 11.64
al 39.25 8.01 4,37 51.63
ke (76%) i (55 ooarl| Toesl i, 58 14.66 16.18
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN - SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of J State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls] jRout Limits Length | Function | Controlsg
US 29 |Northwest Branch to MD 198 7,13 Prin. Art.| Partial MD 28 MD 586 to MD 97 4,55 Min. Art, |Partial
JUS 29 |{Dustin Road to Howard 0.88 [Prin. Art.} Partial MD 97 Bel Pre Road to north of 1.03 [Int. Art, jPartial
County Line MD 28
I-270|Frederick County Line to 22.72 Prin. Art.] Full MD185 MD 193 to MD 97 3,76 Min. Art, |Partial
I-495 MD19(} I-495 to B&0O R/R Line 3.33 Min. Art. JPartial
I-270]1-495 to I-270 2.04 [Prin. Art.j Full MD39(Q MD 384 to MD 97 1.10 |Int. Art. |Partial
Y I-495 I-495 to George Washington 1855 2l nite At Fuilel:
I-495|virginia State Line to 14.49 |Prin. Art, Full X Parkway
Prince George's County Line MD650 Prince George's County Line 0.89 |Int. Art. |Partial
to I-495
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

osmwsm Full Control

mmme Partial Control
No Control

—_Z Proposed Primary

Secondary System

s Full Control
=en e Partial Control
= NO Control

™



" PRINCE GEORGE'S
COUNTY

EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 116.96) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 237.91)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls | Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 63.20 12,23 27.10 102,53 Principal Arterial 11 9153/ 0 1.13
(88%)
Intermediate Arterial 7.95 6.48 0 14,43 Intermediate Arterial (0] 14,22 14,22
(12%)
Minor Arterial 0 6.61 6.61
Total 71,15 g7 1! 27,10 (116,96
(61%) (16%) (23%) }(100%) Total 1 418 20.83 21.96
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls|jRoute Limits Length | Function | Controlsg
MD 4 |Anne Arundel County Line to 795 |[Inte AEESHEulH MD194 Bauer Lane to Corporate 1.55 |Int., Art. {Partial
Dower House Road Limits of Laurel
MD 4 |Dower House Road to D.C. 6.48 |[Int. Art. jPartial MD20} D.C. Line to B/W Parkway 1.13 Prin., ArtgFull
Line MD20]] Sarvis Avenue to north of 2.82 [Min. Art. |Partial
MD 5 |US 301 to MD 637 12.23 |Prin. Art.pPartial " | 1-495
US 50|D.C. Line to MD 3 13.14 {Prin, ArtdFull MD211 Charles County Line to MD373] 3.40 [Min. Art.|Partial
US 50|MD 3 to Anne Arundel Co. 1.23 |Prin. ArtdFull MD21{] MD 373 to I-95 9.73 |Int. Art.|Partial
/301 |Line MD214 Begin divided highway to 1.63 |Int. Art,|Partial
I-295]1-95 to D.C. Line 0.72 {Prin, ArtdFull US 301
B/W US 50 to Anne Arundel 12,38 |Prin. ArtdFull MD214 US 301 to MD 978C 0.39 (Min. Art,|Partial
Pkwy fCounty Line (Federal) MD65Q MD 193 to Montgomery County 1.31 |Int. Art.|Partial
I-495] Montgomery County Line to 1,12 |Prin. ArtdFull Line
I-95
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL BT
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QUEEN ANNES
COUNTY

MARYLAND




EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 48.14)

QUEEN ANNE'S
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 160.46)

town) to Kent County Line

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Clagsification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial Sp 13 3651t 7.01 46,65 Minor Arterial 0 1.44 1.44
(97%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 1.49 1.49 Total 0 1,44 1,44
(3%)

Total 3.14 36,51 8.50 48,14

(7%) (82%) (18%) (100%)

PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of

Route Limits Length | Function | Controls|jRoute Limits Length | Function | Controls
[JS 50 |Anne Arundel County Line 3,13 Prin, Art.| Full MD213| MD 19A, southwest of Church 1.44 | Min. Art.| Partial
/301 |to MD 8 (Toll) Hill to MD 19 northwest of
[JS 50 MD 8 to US 50/301 split 8.80 Prin, Art.| Partial Church Hill
301 }(Queenstown)
[JS301 JUS 50/301 split (Queens~ 27.71 pPrin., Art.,] Partial
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

ammmmmm Full Control
mEame Partial Control
No Control
—ZZZ Proposed Primary
Secondary System

e Fyl|| Control
=== ma Partial Control
No Control

a ST. MARYS

COUNTY

MARYLAND



EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

ST MARY'S
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE - 169.26

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE- 29.13)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Intermediate Arterial 0] 3.35 25.78 2988 None in St. Mary's
(100%) County

Total 0 31535 25.78 298188

(0%) (127%) (88%) (100%)

PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of

Route Limits Length | Function | Controlsj|Route Limits Length | Function | Controls
MD 4 MD 235 to Calvert County 3.35 Int. Art.|Partial None in St. Mary's County

Line




EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

smssmm Full Control
mmae Partial Control
No Control
———= Proposed Primary
Secondary System

o FU“ Control
=== == Partial Control
\/“Q e NO Control

SOMERSET
COUNTY

MARYLAND

4
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE — 20.28)

SOMERSET

COUNTY

162

Wicomico County Line

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE - 81.65)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total |[1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 0 20.28 0 20.28 None in Somerset
(100%) County
Total 0 2012:8 0 20.28
(0%) (100%) (0%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM ACCESS CONTROL BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of

Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| |Route Limits Length | Function | Controls
us Worcester County Line to 20.28 | Prin, Artjp Partial None in Somerset County




EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

emmmm Full Control
mmme Partial Control
No Control
ZZZ= Proposed Primary
Secondary System

—————— Fyll Control
=es=me= Partial Control
=== No Control

TALBOT
COUNTY

MARYLAND



STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL

EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

MILEAGE 30.47)

TALBOT
COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 103.60)

US 50 north of Easton

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total |[1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls | Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 0 0 A3 ooe) 25.65 Minor Arterial 0 S5kil2 5 el
(84%)
Intermediate Arterial 0 0 4,82 4.82 Major Collector 0 3.28 3T
- (16%) I
Total 0 0 30,47 30.47 Total 0 8.40 8.40
(0%) (0%) (100%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| {Route Limits Length | Function Controls]
None in Talbot County MD309 | Ashes Acre Road to Queen 3.28 |Maj. Coll]l Partial
Anne's County Line
MD322|US 50 - south of Easton to 5.12 {Min, Art.| Partial
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
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EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE ¢4,12)

WASHINGTON

COUNTY

STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 240.85)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 59,31 2.5 5)8) 2,23 64,12 Minor Arterial L eke) 2ee 4,71
(100%)
Major Collector 0 1.81 1.81
Total 59, 31 ZRIS 8 28218 64.12
(94%) (3%) (3%) (100%) Total 1.98 4 5.4 s
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls|jRoute Limits Length | Function | Controls]
US40/|Bottenfield Road to .5 mile| 4.26 [Prin. Art, Full US 40 MD 144 to West Hagerstown 1,98 Min. Art. |} Full
US 48|west of Woodmont Road City Limits
US40/]0.5 mile west of Woodmont 1.00 |Prin. Art1 Partial MD 63 WM R/R to MD 843E 1.31 [Maj. Colld Partial
Us 48{Road to 0.5 mile east of MD 63 MD 843F to MD 8431 0,50 [Maj. Coll{ Partial
Woodmont Road MD 674 US 340 to B&O Bridge 0,18 [Min. Art.| Partial
US40/]0.5 mile east of Woodmont 3.36 (Prin, Artd Full MD 674 MD 858H to MD 858G 1.45 |Min. Art.| Partial
US 48| Road to I-70 MD 674 Dog Creek to MD 858D 0.40 [Min. Art.| Partial
I-70 |Pennsylvania State Line to | 38.84 |Prin. Artd Full MD 67 Netz Road to US 40 Alt. 0% 708 IMaE AT Pa - Chfa T
Frederick County Line
I-81 |West Virginia State Line 12.12 |Prin. Artd Full
to Pennsylvania State Line
US340| West Virginia State Line 1.58 |Prin. Artd Partial
to MD 180 east of MD 67
US340| MD 180 east of MD 67 to 0.73 |Prin. Artd Full
Frederick County Line
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EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System

asmsmm Full Control

mmae Partial Control

T—— No Control

T - Proposed Primary
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e Fyll Control
—=e==me Partial Control
No Control

DELAWARE

WICOMICO
COUNTY

MARYLAND



EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

WICOMICO

COUNTY

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 46,.83) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 120.48)
1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total |[1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls| Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 11.67 LG mie 18,27 46,83 Intermediate Arterial 0 0.63 0.63
(100%)
Total 11.67 16, 89 18.27 46.83 Total 0 0.63 0.63
(24%) (35%) (41%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls||Route Limits Length | Function | Control
US 13} Somerset County Line to 0.82 |Prin. Artﬂ Partial US 13 US 13 to Crown Road 0.63 |Int. Art.|Partial
US 13 Business south of Bus.
Salisbury
US 13jUS 13 Business south of IS R AR G AEESE ] 1
Salisbury to US 13
Business north of Salisbury
US 50} MD 349 to Worcester County | 16,07 |Prin, Artd Partial

Line




EXISTING ACCESS CONTROL
Primary System DEL AWARE

__....tl.. e e i I—"'I;Iir o e TR

SN Full Control
mEme Partial Control
No Control ‘. . = el
—___ Proposed Primary _ I
Secondary System

eyl Control
== e Partijal Control

= No Control

WORCESTER

COUNTY

MARYLAND



~ WORCESTER
COUNTY

EXISTING CONTROL OF ACCESS

STATE PRIMARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 70.46) STATE SECONDARY SYSTEM SUMMARY (TOTAL MILEAGE 131.69)

1980 State Functional Full Partial No Total 1980 State Functional Full Partial Total Controlled
Classification Controls Controls Controls] Mileage Classification Controls Controls Mileage
Principal Arterial 11.17 (555 3.87 21.63 None in Worcester
(31%) County
Intermediate Arterial 0 11.00 37.83 48,83
(69%)
Total 1N 87, 17.59 41,70 70.46
(16%) (25%) (59%) (100%)
PRIMARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN F SECONDARY SYSTEM BREAKDOWN
State Type of State Type of
Route Limits Length | Function | Controls| |Route Limits Length | Function | Control
US 13 MD 675A to Somerset 2.44 Prin. Art} Partial None in Worcester County
County Line
US 5(J Wicomico County Line to 3.41 Prin. Art} Partial
MD 90
Us 5d Mb 90 to MD 452 4,97 Int, Art,j Partial
MD 9¢G US 50 to Isle of Wight 9,28 Prin, Artp Full
(west)
MD 99 Isle of Wight 0.74 Prin, Artp Partial
MD 9] Isle of Wight (east) to 1.89 Prin. Artyi Full
MD 528
US113 MD 394 south of Snow Hill 4,52 Int. Art.| Partial
to MD 394 north of Snow ;
FHEC1
US113¥ MD 346 south of US 50 to LS 510 Int. Art.] Partial
end divided north of US 50
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AP}ENDIX B
143 SEGMENTS STATE HIGHWAY PRIMARY SYSTEM







1980

Present Number 1980 1980 1980
Control State Volume of KHigh Accident Number of  Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
Ccunty  Allegany Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # US 40
Limits MP 13.77 to
uUs 220 ULT, Partial Principal 5400 0 Actual 98 1 Actual 54 6 -25% to -5%
y Arterial | th
Lerngth 1.92 miles Statewide Statewide e
% of Lanes - 4 Average Average
Divided X Undivided__ 181 95
M lepoint 13.77 to 15.69
Points ( 27) Total| ( 0) ( 15) (5) (%) (5) (2) (%) L 8F)
Route & US 40
Lirits US 220 ULT. to . .
M3. 144 Partial Principal 5400 0 Agtual 76 o] Actual 38 1 =25% to =5% Travelway for US 48
Arterial growth
Length 0,45 mile Statewide Statewide
¢ of Lanes - 4 Average Average
Divided X Undivided __ 81 41
Milepoint 15.69 to 16.14
Points ( 32) Total | ( O) ( 15 (5) (0) (10 ) (0) (2) (%)
Route # UE 40
Lirits Md. 144 AN to
Md. 144 AA None Principal 3550 0 Actual 119 1 Actual 0 0 ~25% to 258 | Travelway for US 48
Arterial growth
Lergth 7.69 miles Statewide Statewide
¢ of Lares - 4 Average Average
Divided_X Undivided __ = i
Milepoint 16.14 ¢to 23.83
Polnts { 34 TJotal| ( 10) (15) (0) (0) (5) (2) (90) (2)
Route # US 40
Linits Md. 144 AA to
Davis Road None Principal 5000 0 Actual 90 2 Actual 38 8 58 to 258 | Travelway for US 48
Arterial growth
Length 7.80 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes = 2 Average Average
Divide@_ __ Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 23.83 ¢o 31,63
Points ( 49 Total | ( 10) ( 15) 2% 6] (0) (5 ) (0) (5)

- Present Control of Access - 10 point total

No control (10)
Partial (0}

- State Functional Classification - 15 point total
Principal Arterial (15)

Intermediate (S)
Others (0)
- volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total
<4500 ( 0) > 6800
> 4500 <9100 (15)
< 5700 { 5) >-9100 (20}
> 5700
< 6800 (10}

- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - 5 point total

No high accident location
One high accident location
Two or more high accident locations (5)

(0}
(2)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total

<508 (0) 110-150% (15)
50-90% ( S} 1508 (20}
90-110% (10}
- 1980 Number of Fatality Accidents - § peint total
None (0)
One (2}

Two or more (5}
- 1980 Injury Accident Rate - S point total

< 908 (0)
90-110% (2)
>-110% (5)

- Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- Land Development Pressure - 20 peint total

< 5%
5-25%
25-50%

( 0) 50~75% (18}
(5) >75% (20}
(10}




1980

Present Number 1980 1980 1980
Control State Volume of Ligh Accident Number of Injury Nurber of Land

Niagaly of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
County Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # US 40
Limits Davis Road to

et Partial Principal 2600 o Actual 68 o Actual 68 3 5% to 258 | Travelway to US 48

Arterial ! growth

Length 1.58 miles
A i i s 2 Statewide Statewide
Divided X Undivided v i
lilepoint 31.63 to 33.21 81 4

Points (30) Total| ( 0.) ( 15) (0) (0) (5) | «9) (5) (5)
Route # US 40
Limits M.V. Smith Road

to MP 38,54 Partial Principal 1900 0 Actual 15 0 Actual 7 1 5% tot§5\ Will remain as is—partial

Arterial b nc control., No improvements.

Length 5.33 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes - 5 mostly Average Average
pivided X uUndivided 81 41
Milepoint 33.21 to 3B.54

Points (40) Total| ( 0) { 15) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) Q) g

Route # US 40

Limits MP 38,54 to Mann
Watson Road None
Length 0.78 mile
# of Lanes - 3
Divided__Undivided X
Milepoint 38.54 ¢o 39.32
Points ( 45) Total {(10)

Principal 3300 0 Actual 201 [+]
Arterial
Statewide
Average
198
( 19 (0) ( 0) (10) ( 0)

Actual 150
Statewide

Average
133

(5)

5% to 25%
growth

(5)

Us 40
Mann Watson Road

Route #
Limits

to wWashington None
County Line

Length 2.29 miles

# of Lanes -~ 2

Divided Undivided X _

Milepoint 39.32 ¢o 41.61
points ( 35) Total| (10)

No control (10}
Psrtial (0

- State Functional Classification - 15 poi
Principal Arterial (15)

Intermediate (S)
Others (0)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total

< 45c0 ( 0) > 6800

> 4500 <9100 (15)
< 5700 ( 5) >9100 (20)

> 5700
< 6800 (10)

- Prassnt Control of Access - 10 point total

- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - 5 point total

Tv> or more high accident locations (5}

Principal 4760 0 Actual 68 0
Arterial
Statewide
Average
209
(15) ( 5) ( 0) ( 0) ( 0)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
< 508 {0) 110-150% (15)
50-90% ( 5) 1508 (20)
901108 (10)
- 1980 Number of Fatality Accidents - 5 point total
None (0
One (2)
Two or more (5)
- 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point totsl
< 90% 0}
90-110% (2)
>110% 5)
- Mumber of Injury Accidents - actual number
- Land Development Pressure - 20 point total

nt total

No high accident location (0} < 5% ()] 50-7%% (15)
One high accident location (2) 5-258 ( S) >75% (20)
25-508 (10}

Actual S1
Statewide

Average
121

(0)

5% to 25%
growth

.

(5)




1980

Present Number 1980 1980 1980
Control State Volume of Kigh Accident Number of Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
County Allegany Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # Md. 53
Limits US 220 to MP 2.61
None Minor 5000 0 Actual 178§ 0 Actual 105 10 =5% to 0% 1) Travelway for US 220
. Arterial f growth 2) In HNI for recon=-
Length 2.61 miles Statewide | Statewide struction
# of Lanes ~ 2 Average Average
pivided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 0.00 ¢o 2.61
Points (20 ) Total ( 10) ( 0) (L)) ( 0) (F_S) (0) (.0 ) ( 0)
Route # Md. 53
Limits MP 2.61 to US 40
. None Minor 2400 0 Actual 257 0 Actual 73 2 =58 to 0% 1) Travelway for US 220
. Arterial growth 2) In HNI for recon-
Length 0.73 mile Statewide Statewide struction
# of Lanes — 4 Average Average
Divided X Undivided 158 79
Hilepoint 2.61 to 5.34
Points (32 ) Total| ( 10) ( 0 ( 0) « 0 ( 20) (0) (2) ( 0)
Route # US 220
Limits wWest Virginia Line J :
to Rawlings Lane None Intermediate 3300 2 Actual 184 0 Actual 110 24 -25% to 50% In HNI for multi-~
Arterial growth lane divided recon-~
Length 9.05 miles Statewide Statewide struction
# of Lanes ~ 2 Average Average
Divided Undivided_X 209 121
Milepoint 0.00 ¢o 9.05
Points (37 ) Total| ( 10) { 5 { 0) { 5 { 10) {0) { 2) { 5)
Route # US 220
Linits Rawlings Lane to _
Md. 53 None Intermediate 5000 0 Actual 17] 1 Actual 94 17 -5% to 50% In HNI for multi-
Arterial growth lane divided recon-
Length 4.95 miles Statewide Statewide struction
# of Lanes = 2 Average Average
pivided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 9-95 to 14700
Points (34 ) Total | ( 10 G F &) (L) { 9 { 5 ( 2) (9) « 7
- Present Control of Access - 10 point total - 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
No control (10) < 508 (0) 110-150% (15)
partial (o) 50-90% ( 5) 150% (20)
- State Functional Classification - 15 point total 90-110% (10)
Principal Arterial (15) - 1980 Number of Fatality Accidents - 5 point total
Intermediate (5 None (0)
Others (0) One (2)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total Two or more (5)
_«€4500 ( 0) > 6800 - 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total
> 4500 <9100 (15) < 90% 0
<5700 ( 5) >9100 (20) 90-110% (2)
> 5700 > 1108 (5)
< 6800 (10) - Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - 5 point total - Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
No high accident location (0) < 5% (0) 50-7%s {15)
B-3

One high accident location (2) 5-25% ( 5) >75% (20)

Two or more high accident locations (5) 25-50% (10)




1980

Present Faaber 1980 1980 1980
Control Sate Volume of Righ Accident Number of Injury ¥usber of Land
PR S 0f Pumctiosal Per Lane Jccident BRate Per Patality Accident Injury Development
Boute § oS 2%0 = Acosss Classificatien Per Day Locations 100 NVM Accidents  Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Limits Mun. Rte. 6530 to
MD 395 None Principal 1300 0 Actual 386 0 - [JActual 26 1 -5% to 0% 1) Travelway for
201 i1 Arterial growth US 220 ULT.
Length - miles -
¢ Lanes ~4 arbiidie o b 2) A portion 1s in HNI
: . ¥ g o for multi-lane
Divided X Undivided 346 199 o .
Milepoint — divided reconstruction
Points ( Total
40) (10) (15) (o) (0) (15 ) (c) (0) (0}
Boute # ys 220
& Mp 395 to
ignnsylvania State None Principal 1300 0 Jactual 537 0 Actual 252 8 ~25% to -5% In HNI for 2 lane
ine . 4
Arterial reconstructi-n
Len .
1 ogth 3.732m11es . Statewide Statewide
- '" Average Average
Pivided  Undivided x 209 121
Milepoint _20.95 to 26.68
hiﬂu (SO)W (10) (15) ( 0) (0 (20 ) (0) (5) (0)
Route ¢
Limits
Length
¢ of Lanes
Divided  Undivided
Milapoint o
‘ Points
s { )7™@I| ( ) T ¢ I8 w9 o =l T 7
Boute ¢ .
Linits
Length
¢ of Lanes
Divided Urndivided
Milezoint to
Feints () Total { ) 2@E ) i £ " ( ) ( ) = 3 Wy
- Prasent Control of Access - 10 point total - 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
Mo control (10) < 508 (o) 110-150% (15)
Partial {0) 50-90% ( S) 1508 (20)
- State Functional Classification - 15 point total 90-110% (10)
Principal Arterial (15) - 1980 Number of Fatality Accidenta - S point total
Intermediate (5) None (0)
Others (0) One (2)
- volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total Two or more (5)
<4500 { 0) > 6800 = 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total
> 4500 <9100 (15) < 901 (0)
< 5700 ( 5) >9100 (20) ) 90-1108 (2)
~> 5700 1108 (s)
< 6800 (10) 5 - Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- 1980 NMumber of High Accident Locatione - 5 point total =~ Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
No high sccident location (0) < 5% (0) 50-7%% 115)
One high accident location (2) 5-25% ( S) > 75% (20)
25-50% (10)

Two or more high accident locations (5)




1980

Present Nurker 1980 1980 1980
Control State Volure of Kigh Accident Number of  Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
County Anne Arundel Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # Md. 2
Limits Calvert County Line .
to Md. 408 None Intermediate | 2200 (s Actual 171 0 Actual 93 12 25% to SO%- Travelway but no
] Arterial | growth replacement is
Length 8.11 miles [statewide Statewide planned
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
Divided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 0.00 o 8.11
Points ( 30) Total ( 10) (& 5 ( 0) (Eh ( 5) ( 0) ( 0) (10)
Route # Md. 2
Limits Md4. 408 to Md. 214
None Intermediate 3500 1 Actual 200 1 Actual 100 21 25% to 50% In HNI for 2-lane
Arterial growth reconstruction
Length 8.21 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
Divided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint B8.11 ¢o 16.32
Points ( 39) Total ( 10) ( s5) ( 0) ( 2) ( 10) ( 2) ( 0) (10)
Route # M4, 2
Limits M3, 214 to divided
highway None Intermediate 7500 1 Actual 409 0 Actual 223 31 25% to 50% In CTP (D&E) and
Arterial growth HNI for 4-lane
Length 2,56 miles Statewide Statewide divided reconstruct
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average and bridge and
Divided _ Undivided_gx 209 121 approaches
Milepoint 16.32 to 18.88
Points { 67) total ( 10) ( 5) { 15) { i#2)) { 20) ( 0) ( 5) (10)
Route # Md. 2
Limits MP 18.88 to
Md. 450 None & Intermediate 6000 3 Actual 31§ [¢] Actual 158 26 508 to 75% In HNI for multi-
Partial Arterial growth lane reconstruct
Length 1.84 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes - 4 Average Average
pivided X Undivided 163 78
Milepoint 18.88¢c 20.70
Points ( 66) Total | ( 6 ( 5) ( 10) ( 5 ( 20) ( 0) (#5)) ( 15)
- Present Control of Accesa - 10 point total - 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
No control (10) <508 ( 0) 110-150% (15)
partial (0) 50-908 ( 5) 1508 (20)
- State Functional Classification - 15 point total 90-110% (10)
Principal Arterial (15) - 1980 Number of Fatality Accidents - 5 point total
Intermediate (5 None 0)
Othere (0 One (2)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total Two or more (5)
<4500_( 0) >6800 - 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total
> 4500 <9100 {15) < 90t (0)
_<.5700 ( 5) >9100 (20) 90-1108 (2)
> 5700 >110% (s)
< 6800 (10) - Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- 1980 Number of High Accident Locationa - 5 point total - Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
No high accident location (0) < 5% (o) 50-75% 115)
One high accident location (2) 5-25¢ ( 5) >75% (20) B=5
25-50% (10)

Two or more high accident locations (5)




1980

_ Present Control of Access - 10 point total
No control (10)
psrtial { 0)
- State Functional Classification - 15 point total
Principal Arterial (15)
Intermediate (5
Others { 0)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total
<4500 ( 0} > 6800
> 4500 <9100 (15)
« 5700 ¢ S) >9100 (20)
> 5700
< 6800 (10)
- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations -~ 5 point totsl
No high accident location {0)
One high accident location {2)
Two or more high accident locations (5)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVN - 20 point total
<508 (0) 110-1508 (15)

50-908 ( 5) 150% (20}
90-110% (10)
- 1980 Number of Fatality Accidenta - 5 point total
None {0)
One (2)

Two or more (5)
-~ 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total

< 908 10
90-110% (2)
>=1108 {5)

- Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
< 5% {0 50-75% (15)
5-25% ( 5) >»75% (20)
25-50% (10)

Present Number 1980 1980 1980
Control State Volume of Kigh Accident Number of Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
County Anne Arundel Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # Md4d. 2
Limits Md, 450 to US 50
Partial Intermediate] 10,700 (] Actual 156 ] Actual 39 1 S0% to 756
Arterial 1 growth
Length 0.33 mile Statewide | Statewide
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
Divided_X Undivided 214 112
hilepoint 20.70 to 21.03
Points ( 45) Total| ( 0) (5 (20) (0) (5) (0) (0) ( 15)
Route # Md. 2
Limits US 50 to College
Parkway None Principal 6500 ) Actual 183 1 Actual 100 42 25% to 508 In HNI for multi-
Arterial growth lane reconstruct
Length 3.0 miles Statewide Statewide
¢ of Lanes - 4 Average Average
Divided_X Undivided 158 78
Milepoint 24.06 to 27.06
Points ( 72) Total} (10) ( 15} (10 ) (5} Qs ) (2) (s) (10)
Route # Md. 2
Limits College Parkway to
Md. 648 None Principal 11,200 7 Actual 340 1 Actual 155 65 25% to 50% In HNI for multi-
. Arterial growth lane reconstruct
Length 2.56 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lares - 4 Average Average
Divided X Undivided 180 93
Milepoint 27.06 to 29.62
Points ( 87) Total| (10 ) ( 15) (20 ) (s5) (20 ) (2) (s5) (10) =
Route # Md. 2
Linits Md. 648 to Md., 100
[ None Principal 11,000 3 Actual 177% 1 Actual 91 68 25% to 508 Portion of segment
Arterial growth is in HNI for multi-
Length 4.64 miles Statewide Statewide lane reconstruct
# of Lanes - 4 Average Average j
Divided X Undivided 379 220
Milepoint 29.62 to 34.26
Points ( 62) Total} -(10 ) ( 15) (20) (5) (o) (29 (o) (10 )




1980

Present Number 1980 1960 1980
Control State volume of Eigh Accident Number of Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
county Anne Arundel Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Commerits
Route # Md. 3
Limits Prince George's
County Line to None Principal 9000 4 Actual 20§ 3 Actual 105 90 508 to 75%: In CTP (D&E) and
Md. 32.ULT. Arterial { growth HNI as I-297 for
Length 6.49 miles Statewide Statewide multi-lane recon-
4 of Lanes - 4 Average Average struct
pivided X Undivided 158 79
Milepoint 0.00 to 6.49
Points (B85 ) Total ( 10 ( 15) ( 15) ( 5) ( 15) (%) (-5) ( 15)
Route # Md. 3
Limits Md., 32 ULT. to )
Md. 178A None Principal 7100 1 Actual 18§ 1 Actual 129 13 50% to 75% In CTP (D&E) and
) Arterial growth HNI as I-97 for
Il,ength 0.97 mile Statewide Statewide multi-lane recon-
¢ of Lanes - 4 Average Average struct )
Divided XUndivided 158 79
Milepoint 6.49 to 7.46
Points (79) Total| ( 1d ( 19 ( 15 (2) ( 15) (§2F) (IS8 ( 15)
2
-t
Route # Md. 3
Limits Md. 178A to
Md. 3 Bus, None Principal 9800 3 Actual 154 3 Actual 83 47 25% to 50% In CTP (D&E) and
) Arterial growth HNI as I-97 for
Length 4.03 miles Statewide Statewide multi-lane recon-
¢ of Lanes - 4 Average Average struct
Divided X Undivided 158 79
Milepcint_ 7.46 to 11.49
- pPoints ( 77) Total| ( 10) ( 15) ( 20) (5) (10) (#I50) (21 (10)
Route # Md. 4
Limits Calvert County
Line to Sands Road| Partial Intermediate 3800 ] Actual 1464 0 Actual 86 23 25% to 50% In HNI for multi-
Arterial growth lane reconstruct
Length 3,50 miles Statewide Statewide
¢ of Lanes = 4 Average Average
pivided X Undivided #L -
Milepoint 0.00 to 3.50
Points (40) Total | ( O) (35 (WO (80 ), ( 20) (0) (5) (10)
- present Control of Access - 10 point total - 1980 Accidant Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
No control (10) < S0% ()] 110-150% (15)
partial (0 50~90% ( 5) 150% (20)
_ State Functional Classification - 15 point total 90-110% (10)
principal Arterial (15) - 1980 Kumber of Fatality Accidents - S5 point total
Intermediate (95 None (0)
Others (0 One (2)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total Two or more (S)
=} _ <4500 ( 0) >6800 - 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total
> 4500 <9100 (15} <907 (0)
< 5700 _( 5) >>9100 (20) 90-110% (2)
> 5700 >110% (s)
< 6800 (10) - Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
_ 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - 5 point total - Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
No high accident location (0) < 5% (0 S0=75% (15)
One high accident location (2) §-25% ( 5) >75% (20) 3=7
25-50% (10)

Two or more high accident locations (5)




1960

Present Busber 1980 1980 1980
Cong.fxol State Volume of Righ Accident Number of Injury Nmber of Land
Punctional Per Lane Accident Rata Per Patality Accident Inj
C ury Develo; nt
:‘\;::!' A;gesgrundel Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressp::e Comments
Limits MD 786C to MD 2 Partial P;;ncxpai 14,500 1 Actual 258 0 Actual 121 8 25% to 50% In HNI for multilane
(e
eria e ainanl reconstruction
‘ ewide | Statewide

Length 0.40 mile Average
$ of Lanes -4 319 Ave:?ge
Divided X Undivided
Kilapoint 12.00 ¢go 12.40

Points ( 72) Total ( 0) (15) ( 20) (2) ( 20) (C) ( 5) (10)

i
Route # us S0
Limits MD 2 to Sandy
Point Interchange| Partial Principal 9050 3 Actual 119 2 Actual 52 k1] 25% to 50% In HNI for multilane
Arterial
: growth lane reconstruction

Length 5.00 miles Statewide Statewlde
§ of m’ o Average Average
Divided ¥ Undivided 81 41
Milepoint 12.40 to 17.40

Point.s(e?)mm (0) (15) ( 10) (s5) (15 ) (5) (2) (10)
Foute §
Limits
Length
¢ Of Lanes
DiviGed . Undivided .
Milepoint to

Points ( ) Total ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Route #
Limits
Length
$ of Lanes
Civiced Uréivided
Mile=ornt to {

Tcivte Too s !

rcires |( ) o | ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

- Present Control of Access - 10 point total

No control (10)
Partial ( 0)

- State Functional Classification - 15 pot
Principal Arterial (15)

nt total

Intermediate (S
Others ( 0)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total
<4500 ( 0) > 6800
> 4500 100 (15)
< 5700 ( 5) >9100 (20)
> 5700
< 6800 (10)
- 1980 Mumber of High Accident Locations - 5 point total
No high accident location (0)
One high accident location {2)

Two or more high accident locations (5)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total

<508
50-90%
90-110%

110-150% (15)
150% (20)

(0
(5)
(10}

- 1980 Mumber of Fatality Accidents - 5 point total

None
One

{0)
(2)

Two or more (5)
- 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total

< 900
90-110%
>1100

(0)
(2)
(5)

- Humber of Injury Accidents - actval number
- Land Development Pressure - 20 point total

< 5% () 50-75% (15)
5-258 ( 5) >75% (20)
25-50% (10)




1980

Present Number . 1980 1980 1980
Control State volume of High Accident Number of Irjury Number of Land
. (133 Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
County Baltimore Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # ud. 30
Limits Md, 140 to Carroll
County Line None Principal 3600 0 Actual 242 2 Actual 139 2 25% to S50%° Travelway for
) Arterial ! growth Md. 30 ULT.
Length 7.40 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
Divided  Undivided_X 223 191
Milepoint 0.00 to 7.40
Points (50 ) Total| ( 10 ({ 15) (0) (9) (o)l SS(Es ) {0) (10)
R?uFe # Mda, 140 1) Travelway for I-795
Limits 1-695 to MP 8.90 None Principal 7700 12 Actual 487 1 Actual 304 239 0% to S0% and Md. 140 ULT.
Arterial growth 2) Portion from I-695 to
Statewide Statewide McDonogh Road is in
Length .95 miles Average Average CTP (D&E) and HNI for
#.of Lanes - 4 431 ,271 urban divided recon=-
Divided_ xUndivided_ X struct. Remainder is
Milepoint 1.95 to 8.90 in HNI for multi-lane
Points ( 72) Total} ( 10) ( 19 (15) ( 5) ( 19 (2) (5) (5 ) reconstruct.
Route # Md. 140 =
Limits MP 8.90 to Md. 30
None Principal 15,000 1 Actual 810 (] Actual 379 22 25% to S0% Travelway for Md. 140
Arterial growth ULT.
Length 1.06 miles Statewide Statewide
# of Lanes = 2 Average Average
Divided__ Urndivided X 346 199
Milepoint 5.90 to 9-96
Points { 82) Total| ( 10) (LH1E) ( 20) ( 2) ( 20) (0) (85.) (10 )
2
Route # Md. 140 \
Limdts M4, 30 to MP 10.99
None Intermediate] 8400 0 Actual 223 0 Actual 79 5 25% to 50% In HNI for multi-
Arterial growth lane reconstruct
Length 1.03 miles Statewide Statewide
§ of Lanes = 2 Average Average
Divided___ Undivided_X 278 160
Milepoint 9.96 to 10.99
Points ( 45) Total | ( 10) *5) ( 15) ( 0) st (0) (0 (10 ) i

- Present Control of Access - 10 point total

Mo control (10}
Partial (0

- State Functional Claasification - 15 point total
Principal Arterial (15)

Intermediate { 35)
Others (0)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total
<4500 ( 0) > 6800
> 4500 <9100 (15)
< 5700 ( 5) >9100 (20}
> 5700

< 6800 (10)

- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - 5 point total
No high accident location
One high accident location
Two or more high accident locations (5)

(0)
(2)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total

< 50%
50-90%

co)
( 5)

90-110% (10)
- 1980 Number of Fatality Acclidents - 5 point total

None
One

(0)
(2)

Two or more (5)
- 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total

< 90¢ 0)
90-110% (2)
>110% (5)

110-150% (15)
150%

(20)

-~ Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- Land Development Preasure - 20 point total

< 5%
5-25%
25-50%

(0)
( 5)
(10)

>75%

50-75s /15)

(20)




1980

Present Number 1980 1980 1980
Control State volume of Kigh Accident Number of Injury Number of Land
of Functional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development

County Baltimore Access Classification Per Day Locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Comments
Route # Md. 140
Limits MP 10.99 to Carroll

County Line None Intermediate | 3800 o Actual 96 0 Actual 48 4 25% to 50% In HNI for multi-

Arterial growth lane reconstruct

Length 1.50 miles Statewide | Statewide
# of Lanes - 4 Average Average
pivided X Undivided 158 79
Milepoint 10.99 ¢o 12.49

Points (30) Total | ( 10 ( 5) ( 0) ( 0) ( 5) (0) ( 0) ( 10) o
Route #
Limits
Length
# of Lanes
Divided Undivided _
Milepoint to

Points ( ) Total () « ) G « ) « ) « ) « ) ()
Route §
Limits
Length
# of Lanes
Divided _ Undivided
Milepoint to

Points { ) Ttotal| ( ) « ) R ) « « ) « ) () « )
Route #
Limits
Lerngth
# of Lanes
Divided _ Undivided
Milepoint to

Points ( ) Total « ) (= I Gy (=) « ) « ) (Fral) ()

~ Preeent Control of Acceee = 10 point total

No control (10)
partial (0

- State Functional Claaaification - 15 point total

Principal Arterial
Intermediate
Others

(15)
(5
(o)

- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total

< 5700 ( 5)
> 5700

< 6800 (10)

> 6800
100 (15)
>9100 (20)

- 1980 Number of High Accident Locationa - 5 point total
No high accident location
One high accident location

B-10

()}
(2)
Two or wore high accident locationa (5)

- 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total

< 508 (@)} 110-150% (15)
50-908 ( 5) 150% (20)
90-1108 (10)
- 1980 Number of Fatality Accidenta - 5 point total
None (0)
One )

Two or more (5)
- 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total

< 908 ()
90-1108 (2)
>1108 (5)

- Number of Injury Accidents - actual number
- Land Developmsent Pressure - 20 point total

< S8
5-25%
25-50%

50=75% 11S)
> 758 (20)

(o
(s
(10)




1980

Present Nunmber 1980 19860 1980
Control State Volume of Eigh Accident Number of Injury Number of Land
| of Punctional Per Lane Accident Rate Per Fatality Accident Injury Development
| county Calvert Access Classification Per Day locations 100 MVM Accidents Rate Accidents Pressure Commer.ts
Route ¢ Md. 2/4
Limits Md. 4 to Md. 264
None Intermediate 3100 0 Actual 204 5 Actual 95 2i2) 50% to 758 In CTP and HNI for
Arterial ] growth 4-lane divided
Lergth 15.40 miles IStatewide ' Statewide construct
# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
Divided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 1.41 to 16.81
Points ( 45) Total | ( 10) ol Lt (0) mrel . T BY « 0 (15)
Route # Md. 2/4
Limits Md. 264 to Md. 2
None Intermediate 2800 1 Actual 114 U Actual 72 38 508 to 100%
Arterial growth
Length 12.85 miles Statewide Statewide
¢ of Lanes — ¢ Average Average
Divided X Undivided 158 L
Milepoint 16.81 ¢o 29.66
Points ( 43 Total ( 10 ( 5) ( o) (2) { 5) « 2) « 2) (17) 3
Route § Md. 2
Limits Md. 4 to Anne Arun-
del County Line None Intermediate 2000 (o] Actual 21} 0 Actual 105 7 75% to 100%
Arterial growth
Lergth 4.55 miles Statewide Statewide
§# of Lanes - 2 Average Average
pivided Undivided X 209 121
Milepoint 29.66 ¢o 34.21
Polnts { 45) Total ( 10) « 3) ( 0) (0) (10) (0) « 0 (20) -
Route # M3, 4
Limits st. Mary's County
Line to Md. 2 Partial Intermediate 2100 0 Actual O 0 Actual O 0 50% to 75%
Arterial : growth
Length 0.65 mile Statewide Statewide i
% of Lanes - 2 Average Average !
Divided Undivided_X 142 90
Milepoint _0.00 to _0.65 2
Points ( 20) Total| ( 0) (SH) ( 0) (0) { 0) ( 0) ( 0) (95 N
- Present Control of Access ~ 10 point total - 1980 Accident Rate Per 100 MVM - 20 point total
No control (10) < 508 (0 110-150% (15)
partial (0 50-90%  ( 5) 150% (20)
- State Functional Clasaification - 15 point total 90-110% (10)
Principal Arterial (15) - 1980 Kurber of Fatality Accidents - 5 point total
Intermediate (5 None {0)
Others {0 One (2)
- Volume Per Lane Per Day - 20 point total Two or more (5)
<45c0_( 0) > 6800 - 1980 Injury Accident Rate - 5 point total
> 4500 <9100 (15) < 90% (0)
< 5700_( 5)_ >9100 (20) 90-110% (2)
> 5700 > 1108 (s)
< 66800 (10) - Number of Injury Accidents - actual nurber B"ll
- 1980 Number of High Accident Locations - S point total - Land Development Pressure - 20 point total
No high accident location () < 5% (0) 50-75% (15)
One high accident location (2) 5-25% { 5) >75% (20)

1wo or more high accident locations (5) 25-50s (10)
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