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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.
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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"
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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.
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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, sever