
  
  

 
  

  

     
  

       

           

      
           

            
             

           
            

         
      

          
           

           
        

           
        

            
            
         

          
   

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FUWA 27fi
FDR RELEASE THURSDAY,
JANUARY 16 , 1 9 6 9

A L L STATES NOW HAVE ON GOING
BRIDGE INSPECTION PROGRAMS

The Departm ent of T ransportation today rep orted that

ev ery State in the Union now has an on going bridge inspection

p rogra m .

F ed era l Highway A dm in istrator L ow ell K. B ridw ell
d escr ib ed this as ua m arked im provem ent over a year ago when
the tra g ic co lla p se o f the Silver B ridge over the Ohio R iver shocked
the Nation into a state of a le rt regarding the adequacy of its b rid g es . "

A t the tim e o f the Ohio R iver tragedy w hich cla im ed the
liv es o f 46 m en, w om en and ch ildren , only 17 States had bridge
in spection p rogra m s which w ere con sid ered adequate to insure the
safety o f the traveling public, B ridw ell said.

Since then, he added, 10 m ore States have rev ised existing
p rogra m s to bring them into line with standards developed by the
Bureau of P u b lic Roads and the A m erica n A ssocia tion o f State Highway
O ffic ia ls , and 24 other States have initiated such p rog ra m s.

A fter the D ecem ber 15, 1967, co lla p se o f the Ohio R iver span
linking Ohio and W est V irg in ia , P resid en t Johnson appointed a 
Task F o rce on B ridge Safety to determ ine the cause of the co lla p se ,
to speed its rep lacem en t, and to develop cr ite r ia to insure the safety
o f other b rid ges in the country. F edera l Highway A dm in istrator
B ridw ell headed a coipm ittee which conducted "A National Study to
A ssu re B ridge Safety. M
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It found that there are 5 6 3 ,5>00 highway brid ges in the
country with 373, 600 of these on city and ru ral roa d s , outside the
ju r isd ic t io n of the F edera l Highway A dm in istration and the State
Highway D epartm ents.

M ore than £0 p ercen t o f the city and ru ral brid ges rep resen t
spans built b e fore 1935. O f the 204,681 brid ges on F ed era l,or State
highway sy stem s, about ÓÛ OOO are.'pre 193 ;> spans.

B rid w ell said the State Highway D epartm ents w ere asked
to com plete in spection of the o ld er brid ges by N ovem ber 1, 1968, with
a target date of January 1, 1970, set fo r the post 1935 b rid g es .
T h ir ty fou r States m et the N ovem ber 1 deadline and m ost of the
oth ev in d ica ted they would do so by early next y ea r.

D espite the m arked im provem ent in bridge in spection s,
B rid w ell said m uch rem ains to be done to a ssu re the safety o f the
travelin g p u b lic , "e s p e c ia lly in view of the fact that m ost o f the
o ld §r brid ges a re on city and ru ral system s over w hich the F edera l or State
highway agen cies have no ju r isd iction . "

The last sess ion of the C on gress in the F ed era l a id Highway
A ct of 1968 ord ered the Departm ent of Transportation to establish
national bridge inspection standards and schedules and to draw up
qualification fo r in sp ecto rs . The States w ill be requ ired to m aintain
w ritten rep orts coverin g the inspection s and w ork done to c o r r e c t
d e fic ie n c ie s .

A sp ecia l subcom m ittee o f the Bureau of P ublic R oads and
the A m erica n A sso c ia tio n o f State Highway O ffic ia ls , w orking in
coop era tion with the States, cu rren tly is developing a manual to be
used as a guide in setting up the new national standards.

In the survey of b rid ges follow ing the O h io W est V irginia
tragedy , the A sso c ia tio n of A m erica n R ailroads cooperated with the
A m erica n A ssoc ia tion of State Highway O ffic ia ls and the F ed era l Highway
A dm in istration in surveying som e 200, 000 ra ilroa d brid ges in the country.

The A A R rep orted that a ll C lass I ra ilroa d s , com p risin g som e
95 p ercen t o f the track m ileage in the Nation, conduct m a jor bridge
in spection s by qualified p ersonn el at lea st once a yea r.

The following table shows the number of highway bridges on
Federal or State systems b u ilt before and after 1935 in each of the States
and the D istrict of Columbia:
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BEFORE 1935 SINCE 1935
STATE
Connecticut 51*7 i,uii*
Maine 559 809
Massachusetts 1*73 1,702
New Hampshire 301 783
New Jersey 609 1,101
New York 2,097 2,1*17
Rhode Island 106. .. 280
Vermont U20 589
Puerto Rico 3U8 556

Delaware 225 2U8
Maryland 5oi 1,050___
Ohio 3,239 l*,35l
Pennsylvania 5,190 7,831*
Virginia l*,t*75 3,976
West Virginia 3,982 1,633
Dist. of Columbia 33 127
Alabama 1,71*5 2,156
Florida 507 3,583
Georgia 1,651 3,21*6
Mississippi 1,135 3,169
North Carolina 1,91*8 13,138
South Carolina 837 l4,OU6
Tennessee 1,907 2,556

Illinois 2,208 3,330
Indiana 1,687 2,1*12
Kentucky 6,686
Michigan 630 2,1*63
Wisconsin 936 2,11*7

Iowa 1,007 2,278
Kansas 1,276 2,753
Minnesota 989 1,71*6
Missouri 2,191* 3,581
Nebraska 517 2,372
North Dakota 267 1,281
South Dakota 308 1,315

Arkansas 2,077 3,376
Louisiana 1,106 l*, 703
Oklahoma 1,9.35 U,o65
Texas 1,663 21,01*7

Arizona 131 852
California I,l401 7,195
Ne'wada 111 568
Hawai i 115 251*

(over)
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STATE
Idaho
Montana
Oregon
Washington
Alaska

190
6U0

i,0UU
522
160

675
1,503
1,283
1,895

1*05

Colorado 289 2,1*11*
New Mexico 732 1,683
Utah 172 82U
looming 266 1,1*03

TOTAL 61* , 091* 11*0,587



  
  

 

     
      

       

          

          

        
         
        

          
           

  

          
          
   

         
  

        
      

          
             

          
            
       

         
       

      

          
          
            

          

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 280

PÜR RELEASE FRIDAY, PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCEDURES
JANUARY 17, 1969 ADOPTED FOR ROAD DECÎSïÔtiS

New procedures to stimulate public participation in highway

location and design decisions were published in the Federal Register

today by the Federal Highway Administration of the Department of

Transportation.

The procedures, which apply to all Federal aid highway projects
administered by State highway departments, are the culmination of DOT
considerations which began with circulation of a draft proposal in 
October, 1967. A modified proposal was published in the Federal Register
on October 23, 1968. Hearings on the proposal were held December 16 20,
1968, in Washington.

Today's issuance of the procedures in final form was signed by
Federal Highway Administrator Lowell K. Bridwell and Bureau of Public Roads
Director Francis C ...Turner.

It directs that State highway agencies provide public opportunity
for the following:

Two public hearings on Federal aid highway projects involving
a new road location: creating a "substantially different social, economic
or environmental effect" from the present effect,, or an essential change
in tdBB layout or function of connecting roads or streets affected by the
project. (Exceptions to this requirement are granted for low density secondary
roads.) One public hearing will precede route location decisions by the State
highway agency. The second will precede design decisions.

A single hearing, combining location and design discussions,
on projects not covered by the two hearing requirements.

It also requires that State highway agencies:

Solicit the views of Federal, State and local resource,
recreation, planning, and other bodies in' considering the development or
improvement of a traffic corridor, and maintain a list upon which any such
body may enroll to receive notice of proposed highway projects in the area.

(more)
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Consider social, economic and environmental factors relevant
to the impact of each,proposed project.

Give adequate notice of hearings scheduled on a proposed project.

Provide comprehensive information about alternative routes and
designs being considered by the State highway agency.

The procedures also specify in detail the manner in which State
highway agencies should prepare submissions of route or design proposals
for approval of the division engineer of the Bureau of Public Roads.
Following the division engineer's action, the procedures require that
the State highway agency shall publish a narrative description of the
route design as approved by the division engineer.

The procedures differ from the proposals considered at the hearings
held by DOT in December, 1968, in that they no longer include a formal
provision for appeal of the division engineer's decision to the Federal
Highway Administrator. FHWA said in a preamble to the procedures that its
"present practice of entertaining informal appeals will continue" pending
further consideration of the appeals matter, and that it "intends to solicit
suggestions concerning an appellate procedure that will serve to facilitate
the ultimate disposition of highway issues without unduly delaying needed
highway construction."
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591 FHWA 281

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY
January 17, 1969

FHWA APPROVALS ENDS 20 YEARS
OF DISPUTES OVER URBAN FREEWAYS

The Federal Highway Administration today approved the

concept of plans to build freeways in two major cities

Baltimore and New Orleans thus resolving disputes which

have been smoldering for more than 20 years.

Federal Highway Administrator Lowell K. Bridwell said
application for approval of the two Interstate highway projects
have been received from the State highway departments of
Louisiana and Maryland.

"These represent disputes which have been raging in the
two communities for more than 20 years," Bridwell said. "The
fact that they have finally been agreed upon demonstrates the
effectiveness of the Federal State partnership which has evolved
in this country over the past 50 years."

"Men of good will and purpose, working together, have shown
here that urban freeway problems can be resolved in a manner which
will bring great dividends to their cities," Bridwell added.

The Baltimore Interstate network was worked out by a design
concept team composed of planning engineers, traffic engineers,
road builders, architects and experts from numerous other
disciplines and approved by State and city officials.

It represents a change from a long proposed system which
would have concentrated traffic into a 14 lane crossing of the
historic Inner Harbor adjacent to the city's central business
district.

(more)
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Known as "Plan 3 A, it involves a 22.3 mile network of
freeways which link the city with major Interstate arteries
(1 70, I 70N, and 1 95). Its estimated cost is placed at
$592 million. This plan removes the controversial inner
harbor crossing and in its place adds a by pass section using
a high level bridge near Fort McHenry and a series of freeway
stubs to serve the central business district.

In New Orleans, the dispute involved a proposal to build
part of a three mile stretch of Interstate 310 (the Riverfront
Elysian Fields Expressway) as an elevated highway along the
famous French Quarter.

The elevated freeway plan aroused citizens of New Orleans'
Vieux Carre area who maintained the structure would mar the
famous French Quarter in the Jackson Square area.

A series of studies, authorized by the State and the Federal
Highway Administration, established the feasibility of building
a surface road which would be hidden by an existing seawall.
This will require relocation and consolidation of railroad tracks
in the area and some revamping of a levee along the Mississippi
River.

This concept finally has won the approval of the New Orleans
City Council, the City Planning Commission, the Board of Port
Commissioners, the Orleans Levee Board, and the Public Belt
Railroad.

Since the Vieux Carre area is listed in the National Register,
a national trust for historic preservation established by Congress
in 1966, the Riverfront Esq>ressway project must be submitted to
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation for comment before
final approval can be given.

Administrator Bridwell said the surface level concept not
only avoids interference with the aesthetic quality of the area,
"but will, in fact, bring new development possibilities
especially in the realm of joint use or air rights."

The Riverfront Elysian Fields Expressway links New Orleans
with Interstate 10, an east west route, and Interstate 59, running
north through Mississippi.

(more)
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 282
POR RELEASE FRIDAY. RESEARCIffiRS SEEKING PRIORITY SYSTEM
JANUARY 17, 1969 ' FOR HfeffES ON CLOGGED CiTY STREETS

The average automobile in traffic carries 1.5 persons. The average

loaded bus carries about UO passengers.

So traffic researchers have decided to investigate the possibility

of a bus priority system which would emphasize the flow of people rather

that just vehicles during peak hours.

That's the idea behind a research project announced jointly today
by the Federal Highway Administration and the Urban Mass Transportation
Administration.

Under a $205,U06 contract awarded by UMTA, Sperry Systems
Management Division of Sperry Rand, Greak Neck, New York, will try to
develop plans and specifications for a bus priority system.

Federal Highway Administrator Lowell K. Bridwell said "Busses now
carry some 70 percent of all urban public transportation passengers. Most
cities are entirely dependent upon them for public mass transportation. So
it behooves us to seek every means possible to improve the efficiency of
this part of the highway transportation system."

The UMTA study of the. possible bus priority system will be blended
in to an earlier announced FHWA research program using Washington, D. C.,
as the laboratory city. Work already is underway on this program which is
seeking a computerized' system that will electronically analyze traffic flow
demands and adjust signals to minimize delays.

The researchers say it should be a simple matter to fit the bus
movement study into the computerized traffic setup.

One suggestion: a bus driver stopped by a light at a crowded inter
section could push a button indicating he was ready to move out. The message
would be flashed to the computerized control center and the signals could be
set to let the passenger laden bus have priority over the comparatively
empty automobiles.

(more)
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The Sperry firm already is at work studying the types of computers

and sensors required for the overall traffic control system. TRW, Inc. 
of Houston, Texas, is developing information necessary for computerizing
Washington's traffic lights, and Cornell University's Operations Research
Department is developing the theoretical research for the mathematical
formulation of the traffic flow.

The bus priority phase of the work is scheduled for completion
within 12 months.
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TRANSPORTATION I N B W S

F E D E R A L HIGHW AY ADM IN ISTR ATIO N
WASHINGTON, D C. 20591

PHHA* 283
FOR RELEASE SATURDAY, HIGHWAY COHSTRUCIIOH PRICE
JANUARY 18, 1969 DOER FOR 4TH QUARTER 1968

The cost of highway construction in the fourth quarter of 1968

rose 10.7 percent above the previous quarter, to 132.6 percent of the

1957 59 average, the Bureau of Public Roads of the U.S. Department of
Transportation announced today.

Trends in highway construction costs are measured by an index of
average contract prices compiled by the Bureau from reports of Federal
aid highway construction contracts awarded by State highway departments*

The increase of 10*7 percent follows a 1*0 percent decrease for the
previous quarter* The composite price index for the fourth quarter of
1968 is 11*3 percent above that for the fourth quarter of 1967*

The composite index for calendar year 1968, however, is only 3*5
percent above that for calendar year 1967 as compared to a 4*0 percent
increase for 1967 over 1966*

The sharp rise in the fourth quarter of 1968 is due, primarily to
the large increase in the average price of common excavation. The volume
of highway construction awarded during this period was much lower than
normal due to restrictions on funding. Low volumes of excavation or no
awards at all in some States where low unit prices for excavation generally
prevail, undoubtedly caused some of this increase*

The quarterly price index during the past 2 years and the percentage .
change from the preceding quarter in each case have been as follows:

Price Percentage
Index Change

1st quarter, 1967 ........ + 0.4
2nd quarter, 1967 ........ am 0.7
3rd quarter, 1967 ........ + 9.5
4th quarter, 1967 ........ am 3.1
1st quarter, 1968 ........ + 1.2
2nd quarter, 1968 ........ + 0.33rd quarter, 1968 . . . . . • 1.04th quarter, 1968 ........ + 10.7

(more)
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The price levels of the component items of the index in the fourth
quarter of 1968, the previous quarter, and the same quarter a year ago,
and the corresponding percentage changes, are shown in the following table.

Price Index Percentage change
1957 59 100 this Quarter from

Fourth Third Fourth Third Fourth
quarter

1968
quarter
1968

quarter
1967

quarter
1968

quarter
1967

Excavation............. 158.3 124.5 122.9 +27.2 +28.9
Surfacing:
Portland cement concrete • 117.8 110.5 105.4 + 6.6 +11.8
Bituminous concrete* • • • 101*4 101*6 99.0 0.2 + 2.4
Composite surfacing* • • • 109*2 105.9 102.1 + 3.2 + 7.0

Structures:
Reinforcing steel* • • • • 102.8 99.8 106.0 + 2.9 3.1
Structural steel • • • • • 129.0 133.4 125.5 3.2 + 2.9
Structural concrete* • • • 137.9 134.6 143.6 + 2.5 3.9
Composite, structures 128.7 127.9 131.0 + 0.7 1.7

Composite price index 132.6 119.8 119.2 +10.7 +11.3

The U. S. average contract unit prices for the index items during
calendar years 1968 and 1967 are:

Unit 1968 1969
Excavation Cu. Yd. $ .55 $ .54
Portland cement concrete surface Sq. Yd. 4.86 4.53
Bituminous concrete surface Ton 6.68 6.42
Structural reinforcement Lb. .131 .130
Structural steel Lb. .249 •246
Structural concrete Cu. Yd. 72.70 70.26

PRICE TRENDS FOR F É D É R A L AID HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION
1957 1959 100
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FEDERAL HIGHW AY A DM IN ISTR ATIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

THWA 285
FOR RELEASE SATURDAY, FIRST VOLUMES OF SAFETY
JANUARY 18, 1969 MANUAL ISSUED

Federal Highway Administrator Lowell K. Bridwell

today issued the first twelve volumes of a projected 17 volume

Highway Safety Program Manual designed to provide guidance

to State and local communities on preferred highway safety

practices.

The volumes deal with: Planning and Administration,
Periodic Motor Vehicle Inspection, Motor Vehicle Registration,
Motorcycle Safety, Driver Education, Driver Licensing, Codes
and Laws, Traffic Courts, Alcohol in Relation to Highway‘Safety,
Identification and Surveillance of Accident Locations, Traffic
Records, and Emergency Medical Services. They are being sent
to all Governor's Highway Safety Representatives.

Copies for distribution to the general public and other
interested parties or groups will be available in about a month.

The volumes were prepared by the FHWA's National Highway
Safety Bureau, and are designed to supplement the 13 Highway
Safety Program Standards issued by Secretary of Transportation
Alan S. Boyd in July 1967, and three additional standards issued last
November.

Information in the Manual is based on the best knowledge
currently available, and many expert organizations and individuals
at all levels of government and in the private sector contributed
heavily to the preparation of the materials.
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The D irector of the National Highway Safety Bureau,
D r. W illiam Haddon, Jr. , said, "Although the public has been
m ost aw are of our w ork in relation to upgrading the safety
p erform an ce of veh icles and their equipm ent, we have long been
w orking closely with the States and many organizations to upgrade
the quality and coverage of State and lo ca l highway safety
a ctiv it ies . This w ork has resu lted in the 16 extensively detailed
standards fo r State and com m unity highway safety activ ities issued
over the past two years by S ecretary Boyd.

"W e have p repared these volum es to make the m ost up to
date advice available to the States and their com m unities to help
them in their efforts to make A m erica 's highways safer for everyone.
We have a lso a lready provided m ore than 1,500 g ra n ts in a id to
get the ball ro llin g . "

The rem aining five volum es of the Manual are expected to
be issu ed in approxim ately one month.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY,
JANUARY 18, 1969

FHWA 286

FHWA CLEARS WAY FOR FRINGE
PARKING PROGRAM

The way has been cleared for States to apply for Federal

funds for assistance in building fringe parking lots to keep

automobiles outside downtown areas and reduce rush hour traffic jams.

The program requires efficient bus or rail transportation to bring

motorists quickly and comfortably to their destinations within cities.

The Federal aid Highway Act of 1968 authorized a demonstration

program for fringe parking facilities. It permitted the use of

Federal aid highway funds for fringe parking on grounds that enough

automobiles will be kept off commuter routes to lessen the need for

extensive highway improvements.

Today the Federal Highway Administration issued an Instructional
Memorandum outlining procedures for a limited program under which
States will acquire land alongside Federal aid highways for the
construction of fringe parking lots to be coordinated with existing
or planned public transportation facilities. A small number of pilot
projects will be authorized where it will be possible to evaluate the
effects of the combined new services.

The demonstration program will apply to cities of more than
50,000 population and the Federal Government will pay half the
cost of the projects. Under the Act, the cutoff date for the
program is June 30, 1971, and continuation will depend on how
well the demonstration projects work out. Public hearings are
provided for in the selection and design of parking facilities.
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TRANSPORTATION

FE D E R A L H IGH W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 287

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE WISCONSIN AND DELAWARE
SAFETY PROGRAMS APPROVED

W isconsin and Delaware were notified today that they

are the first two States whose broadly developing highway safety

program s have been approved as meeting the intent of the Highway

Safety A ct of 1966.

In letters from the D irector of the Transportation Department’ s
National Highway Safety Bureau (NHSB), Dr. W illiam Haddon, Jr. ,
W isconsin 's Governor W arren Knowles and D elaware's outgoing
G overnor Charles T erry , Jr. were xiotified that the State highway
safety program s they are developing have been approved, subject
to evaluation requirem ents being returned to the two States by the
Bureau.

Under the Highway Safety A ct of 1966, each State is required
to submit for approval by the Secretary of Transportation a broad
plan outlining the program s and activities it is undertaking to
conform to State highway safety standards prepared by the Bureau
and issued by the Secretary.

To date, 16 such standards covering State and local community
highway safety program s have been issed. They include extensive
requirem ents in such areas as: periodic m otor vehicle inspection,
m otor vehicle registration, m otorcycle safety, driver education,
driver licensing, traffic codes and laws, traffic courts, alcohol in
relation to highway safety, traffic record s , em ergency m edical
serv ices , tra ffic control devices, police traffic serv ices , pedestrian
safety, and others.
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The law p rov ides that any State which is not "im plem enting"
an approved p rogram by the end of calendar year 1969 fa ces the
p o ss ib le lo ss o f 10 p ercen t of its F ed era l a id highway funds, in
addition to the lo ss of any highway safety funds w hich m ight oth er
w ise be m ade available under the A ct.

D r. Haddon told the gov ern ors , "I share with you the hope
that the p rogra m you have presented w ill lead to a substantial
reduction in deaths and in ju ries in highway cra sh es . . . . "

He sp e c ifica lly com plim ented W isconsin for a brochu re
ca lled "G uide fo r L oca l G overn m en t", saying it should be of
great value to lo ca l governm ent in the m anagm ent of their highway
safety p rog ra m s.

########

1/18/69
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FEDERAL HIGHW AY A D M IN ISTR ATIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 28U

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY, FREEWAY CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT
JANUARY 19, 1969 POLICIES E¿TOTiSHED W W A

s ^ t e s O* ^

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administrator Lowell K. Bridwell today announced

adoption of formal policies and procedures to foster the cooperative

development o f future urban freeway corridors and multiple use o f highway

rights of way.

Mr. Bridwell said, nIn adopting a Federal policy on jo in t development 
o f highway corridors, we are giving maximum aid to State highway departments 
in their attempts to contribute pos itive ly to the needs o f loca l communities. 
The policy w il l encourage using highway design to deliberately shape the
urban environment according to loca l goals."

Joint development is most simply described as coordinated actions by
thé highway agency, loca l governments and others to develop a corridor
according to a pre agreed plan.

Mr. Bridwell noted that in the past few years the Federal Highway
Administration's Bureau o f Public Roads has given special encouragement 
to jo in t development o f urban freeways as a way to get the most benefit
from the public investment in highway fa c i l i t ie s .

He saiçl the experience accumlated to date with jo in t development
planning and mutiple use o f highway rights of way has made possible a formal
statement o f Federal policy.

Through jo in t development, communities have been able to provide such
fa c i l i t ie s as parks, recreation areas, o ffic e buildings and apartments by
making use o f space above, below and alongside urban freeways. Three c it ie s '
Baltimore, Chicago, and Phoenix currently are engaged in jo in t planning
with their State highway departments to coordinate and schedule the desired
development o f entire corridors affected by freeways..

Under the new procedures announced by Mr. Bridwell, State highway
departments and loca l governments w ill extend the practice o f cooperation
on transportation studies to e x p lic it ly consider the jo in t development 
p o ss ib ilit ie s o f the various alternative route locations for proposed 
freeways. In addition, the highway program w ill participate in the more
detailed jo in t development planning fo r the corridor related to the
specific location, once i t is selected.

(more)
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The procedures will apply to limited access Federal aid highways

in urban areas, thus affecting all urban Interstate segments whose locations
have not yet been approved. In addition, the procedures may be extended
to other Federal aid highways upon request of the State highway department
and approval of the Federal Highway Administration.

Mr. Bridwell said the purpose of the additional planning activities
is threefold:

"First, it should serve to relate the proposed highway to the other
plans, programs and goals of the affected jurisdictions. Secondly, it
should highlight the opportunities for profitable cooperation and
collaboration between the State highway department and other public or 
private agencies in carrying out the development of the highway corridor
as a single public work. Finally, it should give a more explicit framework
for the discussion of alternative route locations and design options in
relation to the locality's stated goals and objectives.

Mr. Bridwell's policy announcement also set forth the joint development
costs which will be eligible for Federal aid participation. (Under the
Federal aid highway program the Federal Government pays 90 percent of the 
cost of Interstate projects and £0 percent of the cost of Federal aid
Primary and Secondary road projects.)

These include:

Joint development planning, including the preparation of plans for
development of a specific corridor to the extent that highway design
decisions must be based on such plans.

The highway facility itself, including the design variations required
to assume compatibility of the freeway with the joint development plans.
These might include such features as architectural treatment of highway
components, use of extended structures in place of embankment, adjustment
of interchange ramp patterns to increase the usability of enclosed or
adjacent lands, provision of independent alignment for the roadway, and in 
certain instances the use of depressed or elevated roadways.

Certain expenses required to allow development of properties acquired
for the highway in order to make full use of the right of way over, under
and about the roadway itself and to integrate such use with the other aspects
of the corridor development, so long as such development does not impair
the integrity of the highway or endanger the traveling public. Examples
of such uses would include "mini parks," recreational facilities, and vehicle
storage space.

In addition, the procedures establish criteria to determine the amount
of costs to be shared by the highway program in providing additional
structural elements needed to permit use of airspace above the highways.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE WISCONSIN AND DELAWARE
SAFETY PROGRAMS APPROVED

W isconsin and Delaware were notified today that they

are the first two States whose broadly, developing highway safety

program s have been approved as meeting the intent of the Highway

Safety A ct of 1966.

In letters from the D irector of the Transportation Department's
National Highway Safety Bureau (NHSB), Dr. W illiam Haddon, Jr. ,
W isconsin 's Governor W arren Knowles and Delaware's outgoing
G overnor Charles T erry , Jr. were liotified that the State highway
safety program s they are developing have been approved, subject
to evaluation requirem ents being returned to the two States by the
Bureau.

Under the Highway Safety A ct of 1966, each State is required
to submit for approval by the Secretary of Transportation a broad
plan outlining the program s and activities it is undertaking to
conform to State highway safety standards prepared by the Bureau
and issued by the Secretary.

To date, 16 such standards covering State and local community
highway safety program s have been issed. They include extensive
requirem ents in such areas as: periodic m otor vehicle inspection,
m otor vehicle registration , m otorcycle safety, driver education,
driver licensing, traffic codes and laws, traffic courts, alcohol in
relation to highway safety, traffic record s, em ergency m edical
serv ices , tra ffic control devices, police traffic serv ices , pedestrian
safety, and others.
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The law p rov id es that any State which is not "im plem enting"
an approved p rogram by the end of calendar year 1969 fa ces the
p o ss ib le lo ss of 10 p ercen t of its F ed era l a id highway funds, in
addition to the lo ss of any highway safety funds which m ight oth er
w ise be m ade available under the A ct.

D r. Haddon told the g ov ern ors , "I share with you the hope
that the p rogra m you have presented w ill lead to a substantial
reduction in deaths and in ju ries in highway cra sh es . . . . "

He sp e c ifica lly com plim ented W isconsin fo r a broch u re
ca lled "G uide fo r L oca l G overn m en t", saying it should be of
great value to lo ca l governm ent in the m anagm ent o f their highway
safety p rog ra m s.

########

1/18/69

- -

-
­



  
  

 

       
 

         

         

             

 

            
          
          

       

          
            
         

 

          
             

           
      

           
           

           
             

      

           

            
   

        

          
  

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IGH W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 288

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY, GUIDELINES ISSUED FOR TOPICS PROGRAM
JANUARY 19,1969

The Federal Highway Administration's Bureau of Public Roads, today

issued new guidelines for a program employing traffic engineering techniques

in urban areas to reduce road congestion, speed up the flow of vehicles, and

improve safety.

The program is designed to increase the traffic capacity of city streets
without resorting to major construction or reconstruction projects. It relies
entirely on traffic engineering improvements to accelerate the movement of
traffic by making better use of existing streets.

Known as Traffic Operations Program for Increasing Capacity and Safety
(TOPICS), the program was inaugurated in 1967 but no additional funds were
provided for carrying it out. Regular apportioned Federal aid highway funds
were used.

However, the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1968 authorized the expenditure
of $200 million specifically for TOPICS for each of fiscal years 1970 and
1971, giving the program a financial shot in the arm. The Fsderal funds are 
matched on a £0 !?0 basis with State funds.

TOPICS permits the use of Federal funds to improve traffic capacity
and safety on city streets which previously could not be financed with
limited available Federal aid funds. Under TOPICS, certain streets in areas of
5>,000 or more population can be made part of a Federal aid highway system and
consequently become eligible for Federal financial aid.

Streets on which traffic engineering improvements may be made under TOPICS
include:

1. Arterial highways and major streets not already on either the Federal
aid primary or secondary systems.

2. Portions of the street grid in the downtown area.

3. A limited street grid in other areas having particularly high
concentrations of traffic.

(more)
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Selection o f streets is made by the State highway departments in cooperation

with lo ca l o f f ic ia ls , and is subject to approval by the Bureau o f Public Roads
as additions to the Federal aid system o f highways in urban areas.

Director F. C. Turner o f the Bureau o f Public Roads said the TOPICS
program could, increase the tra ffic carry in g capacity o f a c ity street system
by 25 percent through modest expenditures o f money.

The t r a ff ic engineering techniques that can be undertaken include
improved signal systems; channelization; pavement marking; signing; turning
lanes at in tersections; installation o f reversible lanes and control systems;
upgrading of highway ligh ting ; provision o f bus turn outs; construction o f
pedestrian or highway grade separations at complex intersections; as well as
many other improvements which w ill achieve the objective o f the program.

Mr. Turner explained that TOPICS projects must be part o f an area wide
t r a f f ic improvement plan, and must be based on a continuing comprehensive
transportation planning process. Since July 1, 1965, approval o f a ll
Federal aid highway projects in urban areas o f 50,000 or more population has been
contingent on such processes. Areas o f less than 50,000 population w ill also
have to meet certain planning cr ite r ia to be e lig ib le for TOPICS projects.

P riority for TOPICS funds w ill be given to larger urban areas within a
State where t r a ff ic congestion is most c r i t ic a l , Mr. Turner said.

I f a TOPICS project materially affects the character or service o f a
street route, public hearings must be held to give the public an opportunity
to express its viewpoint, he added.
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CONSUMERS TO GET VEHICLE
SAFETY INFORMATION

The Federal Highway Administration today announced two

regulations which require automobile manufacturers to provide

American consumers with specific safety performance information

about the new cars they buy.

The regulations, developed by the FHWA's National Highway
Safety Bureau require auto makers to provide information on the
minimum stopping distances of the vehicle under various loading
and road conditions; information on the tire reserve load that is,
the difference between the actual wheel load on the tires and the
maximum safe load rating specified by the Department of Transportation
for the tire size; and information on the vehicle s acceleration and
passing ability expressed in time in seconds, and distance in feet.
Manufacturers must begin providing such information to the firs
purchasers of new cars effective September 30, 1969.

The second regulation effective on all motor vehicles manu
factured after August 31, 1969, requires manufacturers to provide
detailed and specific information, including the month and year o
manufacture of the vehicle, on a certification label permanen y
attached to the vehicle. This label, certifying that the vehicle meet
all applicable Federal safety standards, will enable consumers to
determine by the date of manufacture which standards are
applicable to that particular vehicle.

(more)
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The D irector of the National Highway Safety Bureau,
Dr. W illiam Haddon, Jr. , said, "These regulations will mean
that beginning this fall, the A m erican consum er w ill for the first
tim e be provided with system atic inform ation that w ill enable
him to com pare certain safety perform ance characteristics among
all makes of cars offered for sale in this country information
based on a standard set of gound rules enforced by Federal regulation. "

He went on to say, "som e auto companies have already
been providing a wide array of detailed safety inform ation concerning
their own veh icles , but this is by no means universal or accom plished
equally well by all m anufacturers. Additional requirem ents for
consum er safety inform ation w ill be issued in the months ahead, as
the result of continuing regulatory activ ities, including meetings
with consum er and industry representatives.

"In issuing the certification requirem ent, we have been
cognizant of the fact that som e vehicles have been sold without any
warning to their purchasers that they were produced long before the
effective date of important safety standards required months before
the date of sale. The regulation for labeling by month of manufacture
w ill put an end to this p ractice . "
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POR IMMEDIATE RELEASE FHWA ISSUES TRUCK
SAFETY REGULATIONS

A series of actions designed to improve the safety of

new trucks and buses and those already operating on the nation's

highways was taken today by the Department of Transportation's

Federal Highway Administration.

The FHWA announced legal notices and proposals dealing
with regrooved tires, strength of door locks, uphill performance
and acceleration, stability and control of coupled vehicles, and
truck braking performance.

Developed by the FHWA's National Highway Safety Bureau,
the new regulation on regrooved tires establishes criteria under
which such tires may be sold, delivered, or introduced into interstate
commerce. It allows only tires specifically designed for the
regrooving process to be regrooved, specifies the dimensional and
conditional requirements for the tire after regrooving, and sets forth
the labeling requirements for the regrooved tires. The regulation
becomes effective February 28, 1969.

An amendment was also announced for Federal Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard 206 Door Locks and Door Retention Components
extending the standard to include multi purpose passenger vehicles
and trucks. The standard becomes effective on multi purpose
passenger vehicles manufactured after January 1, 1970, and for
trucks manufactured after January 1, 1972.
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In addition, the FHWA's National Highway Safety Bureau
is seeking comments from the public and all interested parties
on two Advance N otices of Proposed Rule Making (ANPRM).
One asks comm ents and data on a proposal to issue a Federal
standard specifying perform ance requirem ents relative to acceleration
and speed m aintenance capabilities on ascending grades of fully
loaded passenger ca rs , multipurpose passenger veh icles, trucks,
buses, and m otorcycles . Purpose of the proposed standard is to
reduce speed differentials between types of vehicles which are a
com m on cause of rear end and passing collisions on ascending
grad es.

The second ANPRM seeks comments and data on a proposed
standard concerning combination vehicles consisting of truck
tractors or trucks coupled with either sem i tra ilers or full tra ilers ,
or both. The standard would establish perform ance requirem ents
directed at improving the stability and control, of such coupled
veh icles , especially to reduce "jacknifing" as a cause of crashes.

At the same tim e, three ANPRM*s developed by the Bureau
of M otor C arrier Safety were issued requesting comments on its
proposals to revise its M otor C arrier Safety Regulations covering
the perform ance of interstate trucks and buses already in use.
Regulations affected would deal with braking, perform ance of com m ercia l
veh icles, brake tubing and hose connections, detachable e lectrica l
connections, coupling devices and towing methods, and uphill perform ance.

A ll comm ents to the five ANPRM*s will be accepted until
close of business May 15, 1969.
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FHWÄ. 29I

MOTOR CARRIERS ACCIDENT
K)R IMMEDIATE RELEASE REPORTS TO BE MADE PUBLIC

The Federal Highway Administration of the Department of

Transportation today announced revocation of a Motor Carrier

Safety Regulation which prevented release to the public of accident

reports filed by motor carriers.

The revocation followed a proposal, published by FHWA on
July 16, 1968, to drop the regulation.

As a result of the revocation, motor carrier accident reports
filed with FHWA's Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety after March 31
of this year will be open to public inspection.

The revocation represents no change in the prohibition of
Section 220 (f) of the Interstate Commerce Act, which provides that
such reports shall not be admitted as evidence or used for any other
purpose in any suit or action for damages growing out of any matter
mentioned in such reports.

In publishing the revocation, the FHWA pointed out that its
action is consistent with the spirit and intent of the Freedom of
Information Act passed by Congress in 1967, and that continued •
refusal to permit public access to accident report files would be
"contrary to sould public policy. "
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE FHWA ANNOUNCES STANDARDS FOR
SIGNS ALONG HIGHWAYS

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway Administration

today announced national standards for official signs and signs giving

information on services along the Interstate and Federal aid primary highway

systems.

The Highway Beautification Act of 1965 requires the Secretary of Trans
portation, in consultation with the 5>0 States, the District of Columbia
and Puerto Rico, to establish minimum standards covering lighting, size, 
number and spacing and appearance of such signs. Public hearings on the
regulation and control of the signs have been held in the 52 jurisdictions
over the past two years.

The standards for "Directional :.and Other Official Signs" along the
Interstate and Primary highways include notices pertaining to natural
wonders, scenic and historical attractions. They are limited to 20 feet
in height and 20 feet in length and may not have any moving parts or 
flashing lights. Signs on rocks and trees also are prohibited.

Some signs of privately owned attractions are permitted, but they must
be nationally or regionally known attractions and of outstanding interest
to the traveling public. Each State shall develop criteria for determining
these qualifications.

The standards for signs within the highway right of way which give
specific information to .the public cover three different categories:
1. Specific Information Panels (Gas, Food and Lodging), 2. Roadside Area
Information Panels (in rest areas, scenic overlooks, etc.), and 3. Business
Signs, which are mounted on the specific information panels or on the roadside
area information panels.

These signs will have white letters on blue backgrounds, but the
accompanying business signs may have some color traditionally connected
with trade marks, etc. The States have latitude in determining the designs
to match architectural or other traditional surroundings.

The FHWA emphasized that these represent minimum standards and that
the States may establish more restrictive regulations.

The standards are effective February 25* 1969.
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CHILD SAFETY AND AUTO FIRES
TARGET OF PROPOSED STANDARDS

The Department of Transportation 's Federal Highway

Adm inistration today announced a proposal for a new vehicle safety

standard and two proposals for amending existing standards. The

new proposal would provide greater protection for small children

in automobile crashes. The two proposed amendments would require

im provem ents in vehicle fuel tanks, fille r pipes, and connections

to reduce the likelihood of fire in rear end crashes.

The FHWA's National Highway Safety Bureau is requesting
com m ents and data on a proposal for child seating system s which
would m inim ize the likelihood of death or injury to small children in
crashes or sudden stops. Comments are due by close of business
February 21, 1969.

Bureau D irector, Dr. W illiam Haddon, Jr. , said, "With few
exceptions, devices sold as auto seats for small children have not
been providing the protection that present safety engineering know
ledge makes possib le . In fact, two auto m anufacturers have developed
and placed on the market excellent seats that are far superior to the
ru n of th e m ill varieties. There is no reason why all automotive
seats for small children should not provide at least as much protection.
We expect that this proposal and the regulation to which it will lead will
accom plish that result. "

The Bureau is also seeking comments on proposals which
would require:

--
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1. That there be no fuel spillage from the vehicle fuel
system, with the fuel tank filled to at least 90 percent of capacity,
in a locked wheel or ’ ’panic" stop from a speed of 80 miles an hour. 
Because most auto manufacturers are now meeting this require
ment, the proposed effective date of the amendment is October 1, 1969.

2. That existing Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard
301 be amended to require that fuel spillage from a vehicle fuel
system be lim ited to one ounce by weight, with the fuel tank filled
to at least 90 percent of capacity, in a standard rear end test
collision from a speed of no less than 20 miles per hour. The proposed
effective date of this amendment is January 1, 1970. Comments
on both proposed amendments are due by close of business March 11, 1969.
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FOR RELEASE FRIDAY, NEW LOOK AT AUTO CRASH
FEBRUARY 7, 1969 INVESTIGATION SUGGESTED

A new tack In news coverage of traffic accidents is suggested

in a study of highway safety information released today by the Federal

Highway Administration.

FHWA's Director of Public Affairs, Albert Ben Kelley, said a study, 
growing out of a recent gathering of media executives and representatives,
concluded:

"Too much stress is laid to highway death tolls and injuries and
not enough on what caused the crashes to occur."

Kelley said media people attending the conference expressed the
belief that, "they are being provided with ineffective, outmoded and
unusable information on highway crashes, that too much stress is placed
on scare type information on highway crashes, and not enough bn crash
causation and other scientific information concerning the alleviation of
death and injury."

The report recommends that persons handling information regarding
highway safety problems and solutions should:

Coordinate activities to avoid duplication, over simplification,
and meaningless exhortation.

Rely less on highway death and injury statistics, such as the
"holiday death toll," and more upon research into vehicle design,
crash causes and results, and other phases of science based highway safety
activities.

The conference of media executives suggested development of a program
for traffic accident investigation similar to that now employed in the 
aviation, industry. A Washington consulting firm Dudley, Anderson,
Yutzey is developing this under contract with the Federal Highway
Administration. Graduate student interns from American University1s
School of Communications Arts are participating.
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QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE FEDERAL AID
HIGHWAY PROGRAM, DECEMBER 31, 1968

Over 2 7 ,6 0 0 miles of the H2,500 mile National System of Interstate
and Defense Highways are now open to traffic and construction is underway
on another 5*216 miles, the U. S. Department of Transportation's Federal
Highway Administration announced today.

Information as of December 31* 1968 compiled by the Department's
Bureau of Public Roads showed that 65 percent of the U2,500 mile system is
now open to traffic. Only 5 percent has not been advanced beyond the
preliminary status.

The total mileage in use by passenger and commercial vehicles rose from
25*6H2 a year ago and 2 6 ,$09 as of September 30, 1968, the date of the last
survey, to 27^60I4. as of December 31. Thus mileage open to traffic was
increased by 1,962 miles during the past 12 months, including 1,095 miles
in the quarter ending December 31«

The Interstate System will be the Nation's key highway network, serving
both civilian and defense needs, and carrying over 20 percent of all traffic.
Congress has required that projects be planned to accommodate adequately
the traffic anticipated 20 years beyond their design period.

All Federal funds for the Interstate program and the Federal aid
primary and secondary programs come from Federal excise taxes levied on
highway users and channeled through the Highway Trust Fund.

Of the 27^6OI4. miles of the Interstate System now in use by motorists
22,191 miles meet the standards of adequacy for future traffic and 3*110
miles are fully capable of handling current traffic but will need additional
improvement to bring them up to the ultimate standards. Toll roads,
bridges and tunnels incorporated in the system, as permitted by law,
totaled 2,303 miles.

Most of the mileage now open, exclusive of tolls, was built or improved
under the Federal aid Interstate program (90 percent Federal, 10 percent
State) launched in 1956. Some of it, however, was financed before 1956, 
under other programs, but in many cases with Federal aid.

(more)
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In addition to the sections open to traffic, 5,216 miles were under
construction as of December 31, and engineering or right of way acquisition
was in progress on another 7,h39 miles. Thus some form of work was underway
or completed on lj.0,259 miles of the 1̂ 2,500 mile system about 95 percent of
the total.

Each State receives a yearly apportionment of Federal funds for work on
approved Interstate System routes. The apportionment of $1;.0 billion for fiscal
year 1970 was announced on October 31, 1968. The preliminary scheduling and actual
construction on Interstate routes are the responsibility of the States, subject
to review by the Bureau of Public Roads.

The status of the Interstate System as of December 3 X, 1968 is shown on
the accompanying map, and in detail in table 1. In summary, the status is as follows

Mileage improved and open to traffic:
Completed to full or acceptable standards:
With Interstate funds ........................... .................. 2.2.,191

Improved to standards adequate for present traffic but
additional improvement needed to meet full standards:

With Interstate funds . . . . . < ............................... ■ . 3,110
Toll facilities................................. .. 2,303
Total mileage improved and open to traffic.................. .. 27,60U
Mileage under construction . . ............................. .......... 5,216
Preliminary engineering or right of way acquisition underway ........ 1,h39
Total mileage improved or work underway............................... I4.0,2^9

Some $3U.2 billion has been put to work on the Federal aid Interstate •
program since the accelerated program began in 1956. Work completed since
July 1, 1956 has cost $2U.91 billion, of which $20.60 billion was for construction
and $U.31 billion for engineering and right of way acquisition. As of December 31,
1968 work estimated to cost $9.31 billion was underway or authorized, including
$5.86 billion of construction, and $3.U5 billion of engineering and right of way
acquisition. Interstate financing data, by States, are reported in table II.

The continuing program of Federal assistance for the improvement of the
Federal aid primary and secondary highway systems and their urban extensions,
for which $1 .1 billion was apportioned for fiscal year 1970, has also shown
considerable accomplishment, with $2U .76 billion worth of work involving 2l±0,900
miles of construction contracts completed or underway.

Construction contracts involving 228,709 miles of primary and secondary
highways and their urban extensions were completed since July 1, 1956, at a cost
of $19.U8 billion; and contracts involving 12,191 miles at a cost of $3.07 
billion were underway on December 31. In addition, $l.l;7 billion of engineering
and right of way acquisition work had been completed and $7UU million worth
of such work was underway. The primary secondary urban program is financed
by the Federal Government and the States on an equal share basis. Data are
reported by States in table III.

The Highway Trust Fund, source of Federal funds for the Federal aid highway
program received $1 .11)4.billion of tax revenue income during the three months
ended December 31 about 72 percent of it from the taxes on motor fuel.
Disbursements for highways during the period amounted to $1,276 billion. The
status of the Trust Fund is shown in table IV.
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THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS

IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF SYSTEM MILEAGE AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1968

WORK IN PROGRESS OPEN TO TRAFFIC

STATE
STATUS OR 
NOT YET
IN

PROGRESS
y

ENGINEERING
OR RIGHT-OF

WAY
UNDER

CONSTRUCTION
TOTAL
UNDERWAY

TOLL
FACILITIES

IMPROVED TO
STANDARDS 
ADEQUATE FOR
PRESENT
TRAFFIC

COMPLETED
TO FULL OR 
ACCEPTABLE
STANDARDS

TOTAL
OPEN
TO

TRAFFIC

TOTALDESIGNATED
SYSTEM
MILEAGE

STATE

ALABAMA 19 .2 2 1 1 .2 18 1.U 392.6 lLl.l 31)3.7 1)8U.8 896.6 ALABAMAARIZONA 5.9 162.2 218 .3 380.5 2L0.8 51)5.0 785.8 1,172.2 ARIZONA
ARKANSAS 1)1.9 109.7 15 1 .6 l).3 363.0 367.3 518.9 ARKANSASCALIFORNIA 108.8 1)12.8 30l).2 717.0 10.2 30L.I) 1,133.3 1,1*1)7.9 2,273.7 2/ CALIFORNIA
COLORADO 158.6 112.2 60.1) 172 .6 _ 112.8 531.9 6W).7 975.9 COLORADOCONNECTICUT 5 1.6 2 3 .1 11.2 3*).3 16.1) 1)7.3 197.5 261.2 31*7 . 1 CONNECTICUTDELAWARE 9.1) 2.1 1 1 . 5 11).3 0.9 13.9 29.I 1)0.6 DELAWAREFLORIDA 271.2 30U.2 111.7 L15.9 1)1).8 681.6 726.1* 1,1)13.5 FLORIDA
GEORGIA 38.8 295.0 162.9 1)57.9 6.9 6U3.6 © 0.5 1,11)7.2 GEORGIAHAWAII 1 1 .6 22.1) 5.7 28 .1 « 1.6 10 .5 12.1 51.8 HAWAII
IDAHO 133.7 80.8 21U.5 96.3 300.8 397.1 6LL.6 IDAHOILLINOIS 118 .8 2».9 232.2 52l).l 155.7 11)3.0 780.8 1 ,079.5 1,722.1) ILLINOIS
INDIANA lk.O 197.6 11)1.8 339.1) 156.9 15.1) 603.k 775.7 1,129.1 INDIANAIOWA 7k.8 138.9 52.U 191.3 3.6 51i).l 517 .7 783.8 IOWAKANSAS 19.6 80.5 70 .1 150.6 185.9 0.3 1)61).1 © 0.3 820.5 KANSASKENTUCKY 153.U 107.9 261.3 39.2 k . 2 *>33.9 1*77.3 738.6 KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA 30.0 186.3 179.6 365.9 _ 6.1) 301.0 307.1) 703.3 LOUISIANAMAINE 1.7 32.7 1.9 3 k . 6 58.0 99.U 1 18 .3 275.7 3I2.O MAINEMARYLAND 25.2 7.2 30.5 37.7 53.0 70.9 173.3 297.2 36O.I MARYLANDMASSACHUSETTS I9.O 31.2 31.3 62.5 13*).l) 27.1) 223.7 385.5 U67.O MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN 92.6 I65.O 25.9 190.9 1).8 W).l) 8i)l.l 890.3 1,173.8 MICHIGANMINNESOTA 9.h 21)0.1) 210.8 1)51.2 30.3 1)22.5 1*528 913.1* MINNESOTAMISSISSIPPI 125 .6 85.1) 211.0 19 .2 1)1)8.i 1)67.3 678.3 MISSISSIPPIMISSOURI 26.6 258.6 3*).2 292.8 0.3 160.8 665.1) 826.5 1,11)5.9 MISSOURI
MONTANA 2 k . 6 U65.3 101.8 567.1 301.8 292.5 59*).3 1 ,186.0 MONTANANEBRASKA 1.9 72.8 31.8 101).6 0.2 13 .6 359.2 373.0 1*79.5 NEBRASKANEVADA 128.7 32.5 16L.2 5-3 368.1 373.1) 53»).6 NEVADANEW HAMPSHIRE 11.3 25.3 7.6 32.9 22.0 1 L.8 13U.I 170.9 2I5.I NEW HAMPSHIRE
HEW JERSEY 53.0 87.7 58.3 ll)6.0 1)6.3 26.1) 113.5 186.2 385.2 2/ NEW JERSEYNEW MEXICO 37.5 185.5 9 1.7 277.2 6 1 .1 622.6 683.7 998.1* NEW MEXICONEW YORK 15 2.U 1)1).0 8 1.2 125 .2 U91.8 53.3 532.5 1,077.6 1,355.2 NEW YORKNORTH CAROLINA 67.2 195.1) 108.3 303.7 « 17 .0 1)1)9.3 U66.3 837.2 NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA 62.6 38.8 77.2 116 .0 51.9 3>)0.3 392.2 570.8 NORTH DAKOTAOHIO 12.3 162.1 226.9 389.0 206.1) 55.0 871.1) 1,132.8 1,53>*.1 OHIOOKLAHOMA 9.3 53.9 ll)l).i) 198.3 17*).l 23.3 1)01.7 599.1 806.7 OKLAHOMAOREGON I9.2 65.5 2.5 68.0 111.2 537.7 61*8.9 736.1 OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA 39.1 115.9 275.6 391.5 360.2 8.3 781.6 1,150.1 1 ,580.7 FEHHSYLVAHIARHODE ISIAND 27.9 9-1 11).0 2 3 .1 10 .9 36.8 1*7.7 98.7 RHODE ISLANDSOUTH CAROLINA 73.7 92.2 I96.I 288.3 1 5 . 1 378.7 393.8 755.8 SOUTH CAROLINASOUTH DAKOTA * l6l. 1) 93.2 2 5 k . 6 60.3 36l).3 1)21).6 ©9.2 SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE 7.5 262.1 I5O.7 1)12.8 90.5 53*).3 6 2 k .6 1,01*5.1 TENNESSEETEXAS 139.0 559.3 395-9 955.2 . 285.9 1,786.1 2,072.0 3,166.2 TEXASUTAH 50.8 37l).0 208.0 582.0 . 22.6 277.7 300.3 933.1 UTAHVERMONT 1 16 .2 31.2 3.1)7.1) l).l) 168.6 173.0 320.1) VERMONT
VIRGINIA 9.8 216.5 158.6 375.1 37.6 W).9 600.8 683.3 1 ,068.2 VIRGINIAWASHINGTON 76.8 125.5 79.5 205.0 196.0 276.9 1*72.9 75k .7 WASHINGTONWEST VIRGINIA 29.5 158.6 5l). 213 .0 87.2 0.3 18U.7 272.2 511*.7 WEST VIRGINIA

105.5 1.7 39.2 1)0.9 2l).7 392.1 1)16 .8 563.2 WISCONSIN
WYOMING 82.1) 76.3 101.2 177.5 _ 30.3 623.8 65*).l 911).0 WYOMINGDISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
PENDING 9.91)0.2 k j

7.9 1 . 7 9.6 2.9 7.2 10.1 29.6
1)0.2 k /

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
PENDING

TOTAL 2,21)0.8 7,1)39.1 5,215 .9 12,655.0 2,303.3 3,109.9 22,19 1.0 2 7 , 6 0 k .2 1*2,500.0 TOTAL

A

ENGINEERING
OR RIGHT OF W AY

IN PROGRESS

UNDER
CONSTRUCTION TOLL

ADEQUATE
PRESENT
TRAFFIC

COMPLETED TO FULL OR
ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS

PRELIMINARY
STATUS OR NOT

YET IN PROGRESS TOTAL OPEN TO TRAFFIC

1/ Includes all routes and route segments added to the system under the 1,500 mile expansion authorized by the Federal Aid Highway
Act of 1968.

2/ Excludes the 1J.2 mile Century Freeway (1 105) which was added to the system under the Howard.Bill.
2/ Excludes the 3k.l)mile Trenton Asbury Park Spur (1 195) which was added to the system under the Howard Bill but Includes that

portion of 1 278 mileage (7.0) deleted under the same bill.
kj Consists of mileage which has not been assigned to any specific route and is a reserve for final measurement of the system.
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NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS

ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH FEDERAL AID INTERSTATE FUNDS

AS OF DECEMBER 31« 1968

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE II

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1, 1956 TO DATE

ENGINEERING ENGINEERING
CONSTRUCTION AND RIGHT OF WAY TOTAL CONSTRUCTION AND RIGHT OF WAY rOTAL

s t a t e TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS

ALABAMA $86.7 $77.9 $117.8 $106.0 $204.5 $183.9 $376.0 $332.3 $53.4 $46.6 $429.4 $378.9
ALASKA
ARIZONA 47.4 45.0 30.4 28.8 77.8 73.8 326.8 302.2 44.0 40.9 3 70. 8 343.1
ARKANSAS 53.4 47.9 15.0 13.5 68.4 61.4 253.4 225.8 34.3 29.6 2 87.7 255.4

CALIFORNIA 535.1 472.5 472.6 403.2 1,007.7 875.7 1,667.9 1,464.1 550.1 456.2 2,218.0 1,920.3
COLORADO 102.1 70.7 30.8 28.1 132.9 98.8 266.8 237.1 37.6 32.3 304.4 26*9.4
CONNECTICUT 55.0 43.9 78.7 69.8 133.7 113.7 328.3 284.16 78.6 70.0 406.9 354.6
DELAWARE 6.3 5.6 30.5 26.5 36.8 32.1 76.2 67.5 1.4 1.1 77.6 68.6

FLORIDA 78.4 70.5 34.4 30.9 112.8 101.4 461.6 406.1 162.3 140.9 623.9 547.0
GEORGIA 179.4 161.5 53.8 48.3 233.2 209.8 375.7 331.7 67.7 60.2 443.4 391.9
HAWAII 61.9 53.5 31.9 28.5 93.8 82.0 25.2 22.0 24.3 21.8 49.5 43.8
IDAHO 46.9 43.4 14.1 13.0 61.0 56.4 136.8 124.7 19.5 16.7 156.3 141.4

ILLINOIS 280.5 243.7 46.5 41.7 327.0 285.4 1,217.7 1,051.0 275.9 241.6 1,493.6 1,292.6
INDIANA 154.7 139.2 77.5 69.8 232.2 209.0 534.7 477.0 96.6 86.8 631.3 563.8
IOWA 60.2 53.8 12.9 11.5 73.1 65.3 324.7 289.2 47.0 41.0 371.7 330.2
KANSAS 55.0 48.8 20.0 18.0 75.0 66.8 231.1 203.5 35.1 31.1 266.2 234.6

KENTUCKY 95.8 85.7 65.0 58.3 160.8 144.0 464.3 414.4 62.7 51.8 527.0 466.2LOUISIANA 201.2 178.3 181.4 160.6 382.6 338.9 470.6 420.2 13.3 12.0 483.9 432.2
MAINE 4.5 4.0 10.5 9.4 15.0 13.4 152.6 135.1 12.4 10.7 165.0 145.8
MARYLAND 81.3 70.2 71.8 64.6 153.1 134.8 296.9 254.2 37.6 32.8 334.5 287.0

MASSACHUSETTS 169.4 149.2 102.0 91.0 271.4 240.2 419.3 367.2 119.0 105.4 538.3 472.6
MICHIGAN 159.6 141.2 189.2 170.3 348.8 311.5 742.0 636.8 196.2 166.9 938.2 803.7
MINNESOTA 172.3 155.8 69.5 60.6 241.8 216.4 413.3 371.2 164.0 146.5 5 77.3 517. 7
MISSISSIPPI 57.3 49.3 32.9 29.3 90.2 78.6 300.1 268.3 21.1 18.0 321.2 286.3

MISSOURI 115.8 104.3 70.9 63.2 186.7 167.5 544.1 486.7 167.0 148.3 711.1 635.0MONTANA 62.5 57.5 45.3 41.3 107.8 98.8 227.3 206.3 17.6 15.7 244.9 222.0NEBRASKA 30.8 23.5 17.8 16.0 48.6 39.5 173.0 154.2 37.1 33.0 210.1 187.2NEVADA 19.5 18.5 45.7 43.4 65.2 61.9 130.3 121.6 10.4 9.4 140.7 131.0

NEW HAMPSHIRE 23.1 20.1 2.9 2.5 26.0 22.6 130.7 114.4 14.9 12.9 145.6 127.3NEW JERSEY 165.6 145.5 184.6 165.3 350.2 310.8 407.7 361.5 77.1 66.1 484.8 427.6NEW MEXICO 41.2 38.2 10.9 10.1 52.1 48.3 284.7 261.6 40.6 36.1 325.3 297.7NEW YORK 377.7 330.7 272.9 236.8 650.6 567.5 1,157.5 992.9 85.7 69. 7 1,243.2 1,062.6

NORTH CAROLINA 53.1 47.7 45.3 40.8 98.4 88.5 257.9 226.1 25.9 22.5 283. 8 248*6NORTH DAKOTA 9.2 8.3 6.2 5.5 15.4 13.8 166.3 150.2 10.5 9.2 176.8 159.4OHIO 426.0 376.2 44.6 38.7 470.6 414.9 1,120.6 981.6 544.2 481. 9 1,664.8 1,463.5OKLAHOMA 58.2 52.2 68.6 61.7 126.8 113.9 267.0 234.5 17.6 15.2 284.6 249.7

OREGON 68.1 62.8 49.4 45.4 117.5 108.2 402.2 350.7 58.1 52.3 460.3 403.0PENNSYLVANIA 556.7 492.8 191.9 170.6 748.6 663.4 792.5 696.5 125.1 107.9 91 7.6 804*4RHODE ISLAND 31.8 27.7 9.4 8.0 41.2 35.7 85.2 73.6 53.9 46.7 139. 1 120*3SOUTH CAROLINA 62.8 56.6 9.0 8.0 71.8 64.6 204.6 182.6 31.3 27.8 235.9 210.4

SOUTH DAKOTA 39.8 36.3 5.7 5.2 45.5 41.5 195.6 175.9 14.8 13.3 210.4 189*2T ENNESSEE 78.0 70.1 96.9 86.9 174.9 157.0 558.1 501.7 121.9 106. 1 680.0 607.8T EX AS 291.3 259.8 1.8 1.6 293.1 261.4 1,114.4 987.7 293.1 263.6 1,407.5 1,251.3UTAH 72.9 68.8 61.4 58.2 134.3 127.0 240.6 225.7 31.3 28.8 271.9 254.5

V ERMONT 10.6 9.5 13.4 12.0 24.0 21.5 203.7 181.4 17.9 14.9 221.6 196.3VIRGINIA 160.3 144.4 110.6 99.6 270.9 244.0 672.8 599.0 124.0 110.2 796.8 709.2WASHINGTON 78.8 71.4 67.0 60.7 145.8 132.1 454.8 395.1 106.2 93.9 561.0 489*0WEST VIRGINIA 127.4 114.5 94.4 84.9 221.8 199.4 257.8 230.6 38.5 33.4 296.3 264.0

WISCONSIN 16.1 14.4 38.7 33.6 54.8 48.0 296.2 263.4 45.9 39.8 342.1 303.2WYOMING 38.3 35.6 10.4 9.6 48.7 45.2 261.5 240.7 12.9 11.6 274.4 252.3DIST. OF COL.
PUERTO RICO

97.7 75.4 89.0 79.5 186.7 154.9 126.0 110.8 32.0 27.8 158.0 138.6

TOTAL 5,857.9 5,174.4 3,453.6 3,070.8 9,311.5 8,245.2 0,595.3 8,193.2 4,309.7 3,759.1 Î 4,905.0 ►1,952.3

___________________________________ 

- - - -

-

' 



      

         

  

   
     

  

  
 

  

 
 
 

 

   

 
  

  

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
  

  
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
    

  
  
 

 

  
   

 
 

 
  
  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

     
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

   

 
 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

F E D E R A L A ID P R IM A R Y AND S E C O N D A R Y H IG H W A Y S Y S T E M S

A C T I V E AND C O M P L E T E D P R O J E C T S F I N A N C E D W IT H P R I M A R Y , S E C O N D A R Y A N D U R B A N F U N D S

AS OF DECEMBER 31» 1968

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED
PROJECTS COMPLETE D JULY 1, 1956 TO D

ENGINEERING
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION

ENG INI
AND

EERING
ROW TOTA L

TOTAL FEDERAL
MILES

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS MILES

TOTAL
COST

EDERAL
FUNDS COST FUNDS

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA

$43.8
32.8
15.8

$23.2
30.8
11.4

254.4
88.7
67.4

$19.9
31.9

.4
13.5

$9.9
30.2

•3
6.8

$63.7
64.7
16.2
65.0

$33.1
61.0
11.7
30.9

$395.2
281.9
208.5
274.7

190.1
261.4
144.9
139.0

2,374.4
1.800.7
4.868.8

30.6
4.5

18.2

28.6
3.0
8.8

312.5
213.0
292.9

290.2
147.9
147.8

CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT

176.1
20.1
35.1

93.4
11.5
17.6
6.3

192.4
150.4
11.0
31.5

3.5
12.6

.3
3.1

2.0
7.2 
• l

1.6

179.6
32.7
35.4
14.6

95.4
18.7
17.7
7.9

1,232.5
294.5
183.1
76.2

646.3
158.7
89.6
37.1

3,433.7
245.7
468.6

37.5
30.5
6.3

20.3
14.7
3.2

332.0
213.6
82.5

179.0
104.3
40.3

FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWAII

63.8
101.0
11.6

32.1
51.2
5.6

172.0
576.7
18.0

10.9
31.8
7.5

10.1

5.4
16.0
3.7
6.4

74.7
132.8
19.1
37.3

37.5
67.2
9.3

24.5

421.9
417.4
59.4

139.5

206.6
29.2
88.7

5.311.4
132.0

2.173.4

48.6
16.4
14.0

24.1
8.1
7.7

466.0
75.8

153.5

230.7
37.3
96.4

ILLINOIS
INDIANA
IOWA

114.6
84.6
57.6

58.4
42.4
29.3

365.4
152.7
948.9
583.4

9.8
15.3
1.5
6.6

4.9
7.7
.7

3.3

124.4
99.9
59.1
55.8

63.3
50.1
30.0
28.2

931.0
472.0
421.8
407.0

477.5
243.2
217.7
204.6

7,468.9
3,332.5
10,644.0
12,651.2

67.1
12.9
31.3

31^7
6.4

15.7

539.1
434.7
438.3

274.9
224.1
220.3

KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

52.1
55.1
11.6

25.8
28.2
5.7

103.8
141.2
54.2

115.0

17.0
27.8
3.1
8.7

8.5
13.9
1.5 
4.3

69.1
82.9
14.7
48.5

34.3
42. 1
7.2

23.2

293.8
339.8
143.6
223.5

148.3
164.8
71.6
111.3

2,730.5
918.7

1,393.0

10.9
18.3
4.4

5.4
8.5
2.2

350.7
161.9
227.9

170.2
80.1
113.5

MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

51.0
97.6
79.9

26.1
48.8
37.5

51.8
326.2
915.8
338.5

41.9
38.4
5.1

17.0

20.8
19.2
2.6
8.6

92.9
136.0
85.0
48.1

46.9
68.0
40.1
23.4

315.9
756.5
500.1
314.0

154*9
363.5
254.7
154.4

409.0
8.944.9

14,177.7
7.317.9

36.4
18.7
28.9

17.2
9.5
14.5

792.9
518.8
342.9

380.7
264.2
168.9

MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA

89.2
18.9
23.8

45.1
10.8
12.3
13.9

302.1
153.7
285.9
38.0

16.7
10.0
5.5
8.5

9.2
5.8
2.8
7.6

105.9
28.9
29.3
24.4

54.3
16.6
15.1
21.5

476.9
273.0
340.6
105.9

243.3
163.8
175.1
90.0

4.463.4
7.671.4
1.761.5

27.0
30.7
12.1

15.0
15.2
10.0

300.0
371.3
118.0

178.8
190.3
100.0

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO

10.8
110.2
22.2

5.1
49.1
14.9

15.6
67.9
84.1

1.2
110.1

2.9
3.9

.4
53.3
1.9
2.0

12.0
220.3
25.1

275.2

5.5
102.4
16.8

119.8

101.8
274.4
196.7

1,531.0

50.4
136.8
128.3
711.4

479.1
2,316.7
3,336.6

26.1
17.8
23.9

1.4
13.1
10.5
11.4

104.7
300.5
214.5

1,554.9

51.8
149.9
138.8
722.8

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

74.5
14.5

167.0

36.8
7.3

81.5

150.0
691.5
213.2
364.9

58.1
•8

3.4
8.4

29.0
•5

1.7
4.2

132.6
15.3

170.4
63.8

65.8
7.8

83.2
30.6

424.7
242.1
730.2
411.5

212.4
123.3
383.0
205.6

4.821.4
13,147.0
2.607.4
5,982.0

13.8
105.4
14.4

7.0
52.1
6.9

255.9
835.6
425.9

130.3
435.1
212.5

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLANO

20.8
228.2
17.0

13.1
110.8

8.4

41.7
218.8
21.2

6.7
53.5
6.0

4.3
26.7
2.9

27.5
281.7
23.0
57.2

17.4
137.5
11.3
26.9

264.0
773.4
93.8

248.0

150.9
381.2
46.4

125.4

1,941.2
237.3

6,843.5

68.4
29.5
20.9

31.2
14.6
10.5

841.8
123.3
268.9

412.4
61.0

135.9

SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

11 «4 
44.0

239.6

6.3
21.3

122.0
10.2

241.9
220.0
997.0
89.4

.7
18.3

9.1

•4
9.2

7.0

12.1
62.3

239.6
22.5

6. 7
30.5

122.0
17.2

257.3
402.4

1,231.2
138.8

141.9
202.6
634.3
98.4

9,177.1
6,990.6

18,289.4
1,491.8

3.3
50.8
4.8
9.7

1.9
23.6
2.6
6.6

453.2
1,236.0

148.5

226.4
636.9
105.0

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

5.2
52.7
19.6
56.3

2.6
27.0
10.3
28.9

10.6
161.3
130.0
40.0

2.1
6.3

10.4
23.1

1.0
3.2
5.5

11.6

7.3
59.0
30.0
79.4

3.6
30.2
15.8
40.5

88.6
415.6
347.4
157.7

44.2
202.9
169.7
78.5

511.6
3.715.2
3,739.7
1.091.3

1 2 . 2
48.9
18.7
37.0

5 . 5
23.5
9.7
18.4

100.8
464.5
366.1
194.7

49.7
226.4
179.4
96.9

WISCONSIN
WYOMING
DIST. OF COL.

47.1
14.5
23.5
28.7

23.1
9.7

14.7
14.1

305.0
107.2

9.1
36.1

28.1
3.6
6.8
2.0

14.1
2.4
3.5
1.0

75.2
18.1
30.3
30.7

37.2
12.1
18.2
15.1

462.7
158.1
90.4

136.1

230.3
103.6
45.6

> 61.6

6,377.5
2,261.0

71.5
301.4

43.2
6.3
7.7

26.4

21.2
4.1
3.8
10.7

505.9
164.4
98.1
162.5

107.7
49.4
72.3

12,190.7 743.9 396.5 3,811.3 1,953.0 19,477.8 10,102.0 228,709.2 1,468.9 745.0 20,946.7 10,847.0
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STATUS OF THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

(Thousands of Dollars)

TABLE IV

Balance at beginning of period (Revised) .
Income:
Tax revenue:
Motor fuel taxes (net after refunds) .

Less motorboat fuel revenue l/ . . .
Net for highways ................

Trucks, buses, and trailers ........
Tires, tubes and tread rubber . . . .
Vehicle use ........................
Parts and accessories, trucks and buses
Lubricating oil (net after refunds) .
Total excise revenues

Interest earned ......................
Total Income ......................

Disbursements:
For highways ..........................
Interest on advances from General Fund •
Total Disbursements................

Balance at end of period • • • • • • • • •

THREE MONTHS
ENDED

DECEMBER 31, 1968

FISCAL YEAR
7 1 68 TO
12 31 68

$ 9 2 6 ,1 1 $ $ 9 8 1 ,5 7 2

8 0 2,6 9 7
!<■ ,500

7 9 8 ,19 7
1 0 3 , 50U
1 2 9 ,7 1 3

1 9 , 1 3 1
26 ,9 0 5
3 6 ,2 5 8

1 , 1 1 3 , 7 0 8
ii+,1 2 9

1,127^837

l ,6 9 6 ,0 1if
23,300

1 , 6 7 2 , 7 1 ^
23*t,30lt
275,313

8 1 ,6 3 1
lf6,105
56,51iO

2 ,3 6 6 ,6 0 7
2 1,9 8 8

2,388,595

1,276,215 2,592,397

1,276,215 2,592,397

777,770 777,770

1/ Transferred to the Land and Water Conservation Fund pursuant to Title II
Sec. 202, Public Law 88 578, effective January 1, 1965*

The Federal share of the Federal aid highway program is wholly financed by
highway users on a pay as you build basis • The Highway Revenue Act of 1958 (as
since amended) levied or increased certain Federal excise taxes on motor fuel and
automotive products, and earmarked their revenue specifically to a Highway Trust
Fund, which is the source of money for Federal highway aid to the States both
for the Interstate and the primary secondary urban programs • The taxes earmarked
to the Trust Fund and their rates (until October 1, 1972) are:

Motor fuel: ^ cents per gallon.
New trucks, buses, and trailers: 10 percent on the manufacturer*s whole

sale price.
Highway vehicle tires and tubes: 10 cents per pound.
Other tires, and tread rubber: 5 cents per pound.
Heavy vehicle use: $3.00 per 1,000 pounds annually on the total gross
weight of vehicles rated at more than 26,000 pounds gross weight.

Parts and accessories: 8 percent on the manufacturer's wholesale price
of truck and bus parts and accessories•

Lubricating oil: 6 cents per gallon, if used for highway purposes.
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY FHWA 296
February 11, 1969

1800 RAILROAD GRADE CROSSINGS
ELIMINATED IN FIVE YEARS

The Federal Highway Administration of the Department of
Transportation reported today that over the past five years
1,800 railroad grade crossings have been eliminated by separation
or relocation under the Federal aid highway program.

Charles W. Prisk, Assistant Director for Safety of FHWA's
Office of Policy Planning, told a panel meeting of the National
Conference on Rail Highway Grade Crossing Safety at the University
of Illinois, that "improved protection equipment also was installed
at more than 1,500 crossings during the same period."

Prisk set the cost of the five year program at $950 million,
of which $807 million was contributed by the Federal Government.

Prisk, who is chairman of a Department of Transportation Action
Group on Grade Crossing Safety, told the conference that "hazards
at grade crossings remain as a significant part of the overall
safety problem." He said there are some 225,000 crossings on the 
Nation's 3.7 million miles of roads and streets.

"Despite substantial expenditures on crossing safety projects,
the year to year accident record is trending upward. Annually,
about 1,800 persons lose their lives and 4,000 are injured in mishaps
at crossings," Prisk said.

The National Conference on Rail Highway Grade Crossing Safety
on the campus at Urbana Champaign, Illinois, is sponsored by the
Department of Transportation and the Highway Research Board in
cooperation with the Highway Traffic Safety Center and Division
of University Extension of the University of Illinois. It is
scheduled from February 11 through February 13.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 298
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY, QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE APPALACHIAN
FEBRUARY lU, 1969 HIGHWAY PROGRAM AS OF DECEMBER 31» 1968

The Department of Transportation reported today that Federal and State

funds totaling $6^3 million were obligated through December 31, 1968 for

highways and local access roads under the Appalachian Highway Program. The

Federal share was $365 million.

As of the end of December, 733 miles were completed or under

construction, an increase of 87 miles since the September 30> 1968 quarterly

report. Of the total, 202 miles were completed. Engineering and right of

way acquisition were underway on 1 ,28*+ miles.

The status of development of the Appalachian Highway Program compiled
by the Federal Highway Administration’s Bureau of Public Roads is shown in
table 1 for Appalachian development highways and in table 2 for local access
roads.

As shown in table 1, construction had begun on 386 miles of 2,556 miles
of development highways being considered for improvement. Preliminary
engineering and right of way acquisition were underway on an additional 1,159
miles, centerline locations had been approved for another 155 miles, and 
location studies were either underway or completed on all but 91 miles.

Of the Al8 miles of local access roads approved to date, (table 2),
construction had begun on 1̂ +5 miles, preliminary engineering and right of
way acquisition were underway or completed on an additional 125 miles,
centerline locations had been approved on U5 miles, and location studies
were underway or completed on all but 3i+ miles.
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The Appalachian Regional Development Act, passed by Congress in 19^5j
authorized $81+0 million in Federal funds for a six year period for the
construction of 2,350 miles of development highways and 1,000 miles of
local access roads. States included in the program were: Alabama, Georgia,
Kentucky, Maryland, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

The Act as amended on October 11, 19^7» authorized an additional $175
million in Federal funds for the construction of 350 more miles of develop
ment highways and 600 more miles of local access roads, and Mississippi
became eligible for Appalachian funds.

The purpose of the program is to open up for possible development
areas of Appalachia in which the growth of commerce and communication has
been restricted because of inadequate access. The Appalachian Development
Highway System is planned in conjunction with the Federal State Interstate
System and other Federal aid highways. Local access roads will serve
special recreational, residential, commercial, and industrial needs, and
will facilitate school consolidation programs.

The traditional partnership arrangement between the Bureau of Public
Roads and the State highway departments, under which all Federal aid high
way programs are carried out, is also being employed in the Appalachian
Highway Program. The highways are being designed in accordance with
standards developed by the various States through the American Association
of State Highway Officials, and approved by the Bureau of Public Roads.
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APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1968

TABLE 1

FUNDS
OBLIGATED

UNDER
APPALACHIAN

PROGRAM

TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS

$1 6 ,9 W+,190 $9¿184,701
103,574,404 68,773,494

2 1,¿+78,418 1 1 ,982,068

96,195,570 43,150,067

37, ¿+64,053 21,257,808
40,738,859 23,795,272
85,859,738 42,933,921

39,294,142 24,251,075
60,113,860 36,587,813

104,076,613 59,351,222

605,739,847 341,267,441

STATE
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT
COMPLETED

WORK IN PROGRESS
ROUTE

LOCATION
WORK
NOT

STARTED

CORRIDOR
MILEAGE

BEING CON
SIDERED FOR
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT

u

TOTAL
APPALACHIAN

CORRIDOR
MILEAGE

UNDER
CON

STRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT
OF WAY

CENTER
LINE

LOCATION
APPROVED

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES
UNDERWAY

OR
COMPLETED

TOTAL
UNDERWAY

Alabama m
Georgia 14.2 15.4 56.6 86.4 86.4 89.O
Kentucky 40.2 74.9 239 4 6.2 55.7 376.2 416.4 579 7

Maryland 6.4 3.6 37.6 3.0 44.2 27 5 78.1 8 2.2
Mississippi
New York 49.4 150.6 10.5 210.5 20.0 230.5 260.0

North Carolina 14.2 36.5 101.2 8 .9 26.3 172.9 11.0 19 8 .1 199.^
Ohio 48.0 123.4 6.5 21.8 1 9 9 .7 2.6 202.3 295.3
Pennsylvania 6 .0 46.6 163.9 215.3 425.8 431.6 489.9

South Carolina « i
Tennessee 1 2 .5 36.0 1 1 0 .8 57.6 72.6 277.0 30.6 320.1 332.9
Virginia 5 0 .7 31 3 1 5 .5 81.3 1 2 8 .1 179.8 203.8

West Virginia 6.8 45 3 2 0 1.5 16.0 144.1 4o6.9 413.7 423.6

Total 13 6 .8 385.8 1 ,15 9 .3 155.0 62 7.6 2,327.7 91 7 2,556.2 2,955.8

Percent of Total
Under Consideration 5 15 45 6 25 91 4 100

1/ From which not to exceed 2,700 miles is to be designated for construction under the Appalachian program.
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APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF LOCAL ACCESS ROAD MILEAGE

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1968

TABLE 2

FUNDS
OBLIGATED

UNDER
APPALACHIAN

PROGRAM

TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS

$13,631,329 $8,804,707
2 18 ,5 5 0 151,605

1 ,095,802 653,920

80U,938 377,000
167,105 116,973
525,000 238,71+8

U58,600 32 1,0 2 0
3,1+13,579 1,638,331
2,2^5,310 1,476,186

7,381+, 790 5,168,751
3,289,171+ 2,302,420

9 4 7,1*81+ 61+l+,008

3,307,352 1,706,51+8

37,1+89,013 23,600,217

STATE
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT
COMPLETED

WORK IN PROGRESS
ROUTE

LOCATION
WORK
NOT

STARTED

TOTAL
MILEAGEUNDER

CON
STRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT

OF WAY

CENTER
LINE

LOCATION
APPROVED

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES
UNDERWAY

OR
COMPLETED

TOTAL
UNDERWAY

Alabama 42.8 6 7 .2 2 0 .9 30.8 2.4 121.3 25.5 18 9 .6
Georgia 2 .0 6.5 3 1+ 9 9 H . 9
Kentucky 0.4 1.7 25.9 27.6 28.0

Maryland 2.6 . 0.4 3.0 3 0
Mississippi 1.8 1.8
New York 1 . 9 1.9 1 9
North Carolina 0.2 « 12.3 12.3 12.5
Ohio 3.6 1 0 .3 12.3 22.6 0.8 2 7.O
Pennsylvania 3.5 3 .2 2.3 2.0 0.9 8.4 11.9

South Carolina 2 7.1+ 33.2 6 0 .6 6 0 .6
Tennessee 2 1 .5 9.9 9.0 40.4 5 1+ 4 5 .8
Virginia 1.3 8 .3 8.3 9 .6

West Virginia 12.0 0.6 2.3 2 .9 14.9

Total 6 5 .8 11+4 .7 125.6 45.2 3.7 319 2 33 5 418.5

Percent of
Total Mileage 16 31+ 30 11 1 76 8 100
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 300
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY,
FEBRUARY 21, 1969 FHWA UNDERLINES UNSAFE

TIRE RECALL CAMPAIGNS

The Federal Highway Administration today issued a

statement urging the press to assist the public by providing wide

circulation to current efforts by automobile tire manufacturers to

recall certain unsafe tires from use.

In the interest of assisting the companies and supplementing
their recall efforts, and in the interest of the safety of the motoring
public, the FHWA called attention to two current tire recall campaigns.

On January 19, the Mohawk Rubber Co. initiated a recall
campaign for all of its AIRFLO passenger car tires size 7. 35 14,
purchased since February 1, 1968. One February 4, The General
Tire and Rubber Co. initiated a recall campaign for all of its SAFETY
JET tires size 9. 00 15.

Samples of both of these tires failed to pass the minimum tests
established by the Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards issued by
the FHWA under the Naticnal Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of
1966. Motorists are urged to check their tires to see if they are
among those being recalled.

In issuing today's statement, the FHWA1s National Highway
Safety Bureau pointed out that tire recall campaigns are more difficult
to carry out than similar programs undertaken by auto manufacturers
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who d isco v e r safety defects in their veh icles or orig in al equipm ent.
Auto m an u factu rers , through their fran ch ised d ea le rs , have
re co r d s availab le on p u rch asers of new ca rs . In the case of tire
com p an ies, which se ll m any of their products through independent
garages and d ea lers , carefu l re co rd s of ow nership or p u rch asers
of rep lacem en t tire s are not usually kept. It is , th ere fore , d ifficu lt
to d issem inate in form ation to the public that certa in tires are
be lieved to be unsafe, and that the com pany w ill rep lace them when
returned to the d ea ler.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
W A S H IN G TO N , D.C. 2 0 5 9 1 ™ A 2"

FOR RELEASE MONDAY, SUPPLEMENT TO HIGHWAY
FEBRUARY 2h, 1969 SÀFETY BOOKLET AVAILABLE

The Department of Transportation today announced publication

of the first supplement to a continuous "Handbook of Highway Safety

Design and Operating Practices."

The Federal Highway Administration said the Handbook, the first

section of which was published last September, is intended to serve all

jurisdictions of government and should be of interest to everyone connected

with the highway transportation industry. It is designed for those making

administrative and technical decisions that bear on safety of street and 

highway design safety.

The original Handbook was a loose leaf publication using graphics
and text to present the latest in safety ideas and practices. It covered
such areas as bridge design, signing, barriers and guardrails, drainage,
and railroad crossings.

Users are asked to forward any further ideas to the Federal Highway
Administration for incorporation on a continuing basis. The supplement
is a result of this request. It deals with pedestrian crossing problems,
breakaway sign supports, treatment of signs in gore areas and ramp markings

The supplement is being distributed to FHWA field offices, State
highway departments, and other local and regional highway officials
through their national organizations.

The Handbook of Highway Safety Design and Operating Practices
and the Handbook Supplement may be purchased from the Superintendent of
Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C. 20U02. The
Handbook costs 1±0 cents a copy, the Supplement 35 cents.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 301

KIR RELEASE WEDNESDAY, HIGHWAY BEAUTY CONTEST DEADLINE CHANGED
FEBRUARY 26, 1969 “

State and local government agencies, civic, conservation and industry

groups, and private businesses have an additional three months in which to

submit entries to the Second Annual Highway Beautification Awards Competition,

Secretary of Transportation, John A. Volpe announced today.

The new deadline date July 1., 1969, was set in response to numerous

requests from would be contestants who felt that the original date, March 1,

which was set late last year, would not permit them sufficient time to submit

their entries. The postponement will also give participants the opportunity

to obtain additional photographs of their contest entries during the colorful

spring growing season.

The competition which was begun by the Department of Transportation
in 1968 recognizes the efforts and achievements of State and local governments
and private enterprise for their part in coordinating highway location and
design with natural beauty and environmental protection.

Awards will be given in ten categories ranging from excellence in 
blending highways into rural or urban settings to preserving historic sites
and wildlife areas.

A panel of experts appointed by Secretary Volpe will select the winners
from color photographs submitted with each entry.

Information concerning contest categories and entry requirements may
be obtained by writing to the Office of the Highway Beautification Coordinator,
Bureau of Public Roads, U. S. Department of Transportation, Washington, D. C.
20591.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

FE D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 302

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY, FIRST TOPICS PROGRAM SPEEDS
MARCH 5, 1969 TRAFFIC FLOW IN DOVER, N. H.

It used to take 1$ minutes for motorists to drive through a

heavily traveled six tenths of a mile bottleneck in Dover, New Hampshire,

during pea.k traffic hours.

Now it takes four minutes.

That's a result of the Department of Transportation's first completed
project in a nation wide program designed to increase* the capacity and safety
on city streets throughout the Nation.

The work in Dover was done under a program in the Federal Highway
Administration's Eureau of Public Roads which is called TOPICS. This stands
for Traffic Operations Program to Increase Capacity and Safety.

F. T. Comstock, Jr. BPR's Division Engineer in New Hampshire, said a
preliminary review of. the results of the Dover project showed "a 70 percent
savings in travel time for motorists traveling through the commercialized
secbion of Central Avenue in Dover."

"It used to take V > minutes to inch through there in peak traffic hours,"
Comstock said. "Now it takes only four." He said no definitive after study
of the project has been made yet, "but the citizens of Dover already are
happy with the results."

Dover City Manager Donald F. Chick readily confirmed this. "The
improvement in traffic flow has been very substantial", he said. "In fact,
it is even better than we anticipated. The City Council, Police Chief,
Planning Department and the traveling public, I am sure, join with me 
in expressing our satisfaction with the improved traffic conditions
resulting from the TOPICS program."

Mr. Chick pointed out that Central Avenue is an important commercial
area as well as major through highway. He said merchants had been apprehensive
that turning movements by their customers might be impeded, but "even those
who had been most skeptical now readily agree that the project has been very
successful."

(more)
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The Central Avenue improvement cost $103,1*00, shared equally by the

Bureau of Public Roads and the New Hampshire Department of Public Works
and Highways. A number of traffic operational type improvements were applied
to increase the flow with all improvements contained within the existing
right of way. These improvements consisted of channelization of two key
intersections, addition of traffic signals at one intersection, providing
curb and gutter for driveway control, widening the bottleneck area. from two 
to four lanes, and painting pavement markings. The work took five months.
A second phase of the TOPICS program, consisting primarily of channelization of
major intersections, will be undertaken in Dover in coming months.

The Bureau of Public Roads’ TOPICS program was launched on an experimental
basis*two years ago on a £0 £0 fund matching basis with the States.It permits,
for the first time, the use ofFederal aid highway funds to improve traffic
flow on city street grids eventhough they are not directly on the Federal aid
system. Cities of £,000 population and up are eligible.

More than two dozen cities across the country began gearing up for the
TOPICS program during its experimental stage. The last session of Congress,
however, authorized $200 million a year for Fiscal year 1970 and 1971 for
this work, and the participation is expected to grow.

Federal Highway Administrator designee F. C. Turner said TOPICS is viewed
by the Bureau of Public Roads as a means of increasing the capacity of city
streets by as much as 2£ percent through modest expenditures of funds. Based
on traffic engineering studies, the selection of streets for improvement
is made by the State highway departments in cooperation with local officials
and is subject to approval by the Bureau of Public Roads.

Those cities currently participating in the TOPICS program are’;

Stamford, Connecticut
Augusta Gardiner, Maine
Biddeford Saco, Maine
Wellesley, Massachusetts
Worcester, Massachusetts
Dover Somersworth, New Hampshire
Nashua, New Hampshire
Woonsocket, Rhode Island
Rutland, Vermont
Lancaster, Pennsylvania
Charleston, West Virginia
Morgantown, West Virginia
Canton, Ohio
Huntsville, Alabama
Orlando, Florida

Charlotte, North Carolina
Memphis, Tennessee
Peoria, Illinois
Indianapolis, Indiana
Kokomo, Indiana
Grand Rapids, Michigan
Traverse City, Michigan
Janesville, Wisconsin
Minneapolis, Minnesota
Lincoln, Nebraska
Searcy, Arkansas
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION I NEW SI - % \lw H1oAt5y%<j

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591 FHWA--303

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY} FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY CONTRACTS TOTALED
MARCH 9, 1969 4.273 IN CALENDAR YEAR 1968

A total of 4,273 Federal-aid highway and bridge construction contracts

was awarded by the State highway departments during 1968, involving a total
cost of approximately $3.6 billion, the U.S. Department of Transportation's

Federal Highway Administration announced today.
These figures, compiled by the Bureau of Public Roads, indicate

decreases of 24 percent in the number of contracts and 14 percent in

| the total dollar amount of contracts, as compared with 1967.

The contracts awarded in 1968 averaged about $848,000, with the
median size about $207,000. They varied from less than $25,000 to just

over $33 million, with a good distribution throughout the entire range.
Twenty percent of the contracts awarded were for amounts less than

$50,000 and 34 percent were below $100,000. Contracts for amounts less

than $500,000 comprised 70 percent of contracts awarded and 12 percent of
the total dollar amount.

In the Federal-aid program the States select and design the projects
to be built, award the contracts, and supervise the construction, subject

to Bureau of Public Roads review, approval, and control. The Federal
share of the project costs is 90 percent on the Interstate System and

50 percent on the Federal-aid primary and secondary systems. The funds
for the Federal-aid program come from taxes levied on highway users*
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Summary by Size of Contract

Calendar Year 1968

All Federal aid Highway Construction Contracts

Contract
Size Group
(Dollars)

Total
Number of
Contracts

Percentage
of Total
Contracts

Total Amount
of Low Bids
(Dollars)

Percents;
of Total

Value

$0 49,999 847 19.82 $ 20,542,000 0.57

50,000 99,999 619 14.49 45,519,400 1.25

100,000 249,999 940 22.00 153,424,100 4.23

250,000 499,999 589 13.78 210,224,900 5.80

500,000 999,999 424 9.92 306,111,100 8.44

1,000,000 2,999,999 520 12.17 925,790,300 25.54

3,000,000 4,999,999 187 4.38 726,168,400 20.03

5,000,000 and over 147 3.44 1.237.607.000 34.14
Totals 4,273 100.00 3,625,387,200 100.00
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
W A S H IN G TO N , D.C. 20591

FHWA 304
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY Phone: (202) 962 8411
March 14, 1969

DOES IT SAVE LIVES?
DOT IS INTERESTED

If a device holds the promise of reducing highway deaths and injuries

resulting from vehicles crashing into immovable objects, the Department of

Transportation’s Bureau of Public Roads will give it a try, even if it is

something as prosaic as a cluster of old steel oil drums.

The use of 55 gallon drums secured together to form a cushion for
vehicles ramming rigid obstacles which cannot be eliminated from highways
and roadsides is undergoing testing by Texas A§M University’s Texas Trans
portation Institute for the Texas Highway Department and the Bureau of
Public Roads.

Known technically as an "impact attenuation device,” the barrels
dissipate the force with which a swift moving vehicle hits an unyielding
object such as a bridge pier, abutment, parapet or a gore obstacle between
diverging roadways. The barrels, placed around in or in front of the
object, absorb the impact and bring the car to a much safer stop than if
it had crashed directly into the obstacle.

Clusters of barrels have been installed at gore areas of three
Interstate System interchanges in Houston and one in Dallas, Texas. Barrels
are arranged differently at each interchange to fit site conditions. Each
installation consists of about 30 40 drums.

F. C. Turner, Federal Highway Administrator, said crash tests conducted
by Texas Transportation Institute indicate the barrel device may be an
inexpensive but effective attack against highway fatalities. He pointed
out steel drums are relatively cheap, and can be stored in maintenance
yards for quick replacement. The price of new drums ranges from $6 to $7 
each, while second hand barrels cost about $2 each.
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.Mr. Turner said the barrel cushion is but one of several impact attenu
ation devices now undergoing tests. All of them,, he added, aim at minimizing
the impact of a fast traveling car slamming into a rigid structure.

Under contract with the Bureau of Public Roads, Brigham Young University
is developing for highway use a device known as Hi Dro Cushion Cell Barrier.
The device employs a series of water filled flexible containers made of vinyl
plastic which are placed in front of a fixed object. Openings in the containers
allow the water to escape at a controlled rate to stop an out of control car
before it slams into the object. Anti freeze can be added to the water for
use in cold weather areas.

Still another device to cut down the impact of a vehicle hitting an
obstacle is the TOR SHOK Energy Absorbing Barrier System developed for the
Bureau of Public Roads by Aerospace Research Associates, Inc., of West Covina,
California. This barrier consists of a series of elliptical steel tubing
which, when hit, transmits the impact to a set of telescoping tubes. The
tubes absorb the energy through an element squeezed between them. This system
has been crash tested and has been installed on a freeway in New Mexico.

Undergoing testing by the Connecticut State Highway Department is a sand
container system developed by John Fitch & Company of Falls Village, Connecticut.
It provides for placing a protective barrier of sand bags around heavy highway
structures which, because of their location, are targets for vehicles leaving
the roadway. When an out of control car hits the  barrier, the sand containers
break, absorbing energy that otherwise would be absorbed by the car. This pro
ject is being financed with funds furnished by the Federal Highway Administration's
National Highway Safety Bureau.

Another safety device now being tested is a variation of the arresting
mechanism used aboard aircraft carriers to stop a disabled plane. A product
of Van Zelm Associates of Providence, Rhode Island, the device, called a
Dragnet, is now designed to stop out of control cars. It uses a net to drag
a car to a safe stop, with a maximum deceleration of about three times that
of an emergency stop using normal wheel brakes.

The net, made of galvanized chain link fencing, is attached at both ends
to steel.straps running to two energy absorbing units. The straps pass through
a series of pins, and the friction produces a braking force which brings a 
vehicle to a halt with only minimum damage to the car. Some of the uses
envisioned for Dragnet are the stopping of out of control trucks on escape
roads in mountainous regions; preventing vehicles from ploughing into highway
construction sites; acting as a barricade at approaches to drawbridges; and
stopping cars from entering a ramp from the wrong direction after it is
brought into play by a vehicle actuated signal. •
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Mr. Turner said the Federal Highway Administration is deeply concerned
with the large number o f fa ta lit ie s caused by cars h itting rig id objects
which cannot be moved out of the way. Wherever fea sib le , he said, roadside
obstacles within 30 feet o f a highway pavement are being eliminated. New
t r a f f ic sign supports and ligh t poles installed in exposed areas along
Federal aid highways must now be of the breakaway type.

"But sometimes we are unable to get rid of hazards along the roadside,
and that is why we are so interested in impact attenuation dev ices," Mr.
Turner said. They appear to have a good potential fo r saving lives and
lessening damage to motor vehicles. I t makes no difference to us how
unsophisticated some of these devices may be. What is important is they
may help keep motorists and passengers a liv e ."
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DEPARTMENT o f
TRANSPORTATION

^Wyfi

NEWS
FE D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN ISTR ATIO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 3 0 5

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY5
MARCH lh, 1 9 6 9

FHWA ISSUES TIRE
S A F E T Y ADVISORY

The D epartm ent o f T r a n sp o r ta t io n 's F e d e ra l Highway

A d m in is tra t io n today is su e d a public a d v is o r y that G en era l

Jet T i r e s , s iz e 8. 1 5 x 1 5 , m an u factu red by the G enera l

T ir e and R ubber Com pany betw een January 1968 and S eptem ber

1968 have fa iled to p ass endurance test re q u ire m e n ts of

F e d e r a l m o to r v e h ic le sa fety standards 109.

A s a re su lt , the FHWA is ad v is in g a ll ca r ow n ers using
such t ir e s to d iscontinu e such use im m e d ia te ly and obtain
r e p la c e m e n ts . U se rs can identify the t ir e s in question by
the fo llow in g s e r ia l n u m bers m o ld e d into the t ire s idew all :
A n y G en era l Jet t ire s ize 8. 15 x 15 with s e r ia l n u m bers ending
in A 80 and the le t te rs B , R , Y , G , H, or T. (E xam ple : A 8 0 B ,
A 8 0 R , A 8 0 Y , etc . )

The F H W A 's N ational Highway Safety B ureau had tests
con d u cted by an independent la b o r a to r y on 1 7 o f the t ir e s in
question fo r c o n fo rm ity with the endurance re q u ire m e n ts of
Standard 109, w h ich is an ind ication of fatigue r e s is ta n c e
cap ab il ity . A l l 17 t ir e s fa iled . A l l o f them w e r e p ro d u ce d at
the co m p a n y 's C h arlo tte , N orth C a ro lin a plant betw een January 1968 
and S ep tem b er when p rod u ct ion was d iscontinued .
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The test fa ilu res indicate that the tires in question do
not have the m inim um fatigue resista n ce requ ired , and that
continued use could be hazardous under certa in operating
con d ition s .

The National Highway Safety Bureau presented detailed
test resu lts to the G eneral T ire and Rubber Company at a
m eeting with com pany o ffic ia ls in W ashington on M arch 10.
On the follow ing day, the Bureau was advised that the com pany
had agreed to conduct a re ca ll cam paign of these tire s , and
that they w ill be rep laced without charge when returned to
d ea lers .
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F E D E R A L H IG H W AY AD M IN IS TR A TIO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 307

F o r R elea se to AMS of AU TO D EFECT R ECALLS
Sunday, M arch 23, 1969 TO TA LE D 1 .5 MILLION IN 1968

A rep ort issu ed today by the D epartm ent o f T ran sporta tion 's

F ed era l Highway A dm in istration says that autom obile m anu

fa ctu rers re ca lle d a total o f 1 .5 m illion veh icles in calendar

yea r 1968 to ch eck fo r potential safety d e fects .

The rep ort , p repared by the FH W A's National Highway
Safety B ureau, says d om estic auto m anufacturers conducted
109 re ca ll cam paigns involving a total o f 955 ,484 v eh ic les .
F ore ign m anufacturers conducted 28 re ca ll cam paigns
involving 552 ,397 .

The National T ra ffic and M otor V eh icle Safety A ct of 1966
req u ires a ll auto m anufacturers to notify ow ners of any safety
rela ted d e fect d is co v e re d by the m anufacturer subsequent to
p u rch ase .

The rep ort em ph asizes that a ll o f the v eh ic le s re ca lle d
a re not faulty v e h ic le s , but rep resen t the extent of the production
runs within w hich the m anufacturers rep orted that safety d efects
cou ld have o ccu rre d .

Since the law becam e e ffectiv e in 1966, safety re ca lls
have tota led 6 ,2 0 5 ,9 2 4 v e h ic le s .

The figu res do not include the m a ssive re ca ll cam paign
announced by G eneral M otors late in F ebruary .
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FE D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS TR A TIO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 308

F or R elea se to AMS of D. C. INTERSECTION PICKED FOR TEST
Sunday, M arch 23, 1969 OF TV TR AFFIC SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM

The Federal Highway Adm inistration’ s Bureau o f Public Roads

a part o f the Department o f Transportation is in sta llin g

te lev is ion cameras on the roofs o f two buildings at one o f the

busiest in tersection s in downtown Washington, D. C. to c o lle c t

research data on t r a f f i c movement and accidents.

The ca m eras w ill m onitor tra ffic (at 14th and F S treets, NW. ,
fro m atop the National P r e s s Club and the G arfinckel buildings)
fo r the experim ental testing of a tra ffic su rveillan ce system
developed by the Bureau. The system is expected to help re se a rch e rs
learn why acciden ts o ccu r , if they can be avoided , and how the
flow of tra ffic on city streets can be im proved .

P ictu res of tra ffic approaching and cro ss in g the in tersection
w ill be "sh o t" continuously and re co rd e d tem p ora rily on video
d is c s . N orm ally , the p ictu res w ill be era sed by new ones every 20
secon ds. H ow ever, built into the system is the capability of
p reserv in g the last 20 secon ds p r io r to an incident on film .

Bureau of P u b lic Roads engineers are w orking on the d eve lop
m ent of d ev ices that w ill autom atica lly activate the system to
save the last 2 0 secon d segm ent. One of these would use the
ch a ra cte r is tic sound of ca rs co llid in g to tr ig g er the equipm ent,
resu lting in a perm anent p ictu re re co r d of events preced in g the
accid en t. A m icroph on e to p ick up the sound w ill be insta lled on a 
co rn e r about 30 feet above the ground.
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E ngineers a lso are w orking on d ev ices for activating the
p ictu re sa v in g feature o f the system when other kinds of tra ffic
con flicts o ccu r . The system can now be tr ig g ered m anually by
an o b se rv e r watching the TV m on itors who sees an acciden t or
tra ffic m aneuver he wants to re co r d on film . The m on itors w ill
be housed in a room in the National P re s s building.

F ed era l Highway Adm inistrator F. C. Turner said one of
the obsta cles hindering the reduction of accid en ts is the lack of
knowledge as to what actually takes p lace when they o ccu r . He
explained that p resen t sou rces of acciden t in form ation a re lim ited
la rg e ly to what w itn esses can re ca ll , and often this is faulty.

The su rveillan ce system , he said, m ay enable in vestigators
to learn exactly what happens p r io r to and during a crash . The
data gathered fro m study of the film s m ay be used to develop
tra ffic con tro l system s w hich w ill com m unicate to d r iv ers
in form ation aim ed at helping prevent m ishaps and enabling sm oother
tra ffic flow .

M r. T urner pointed out the system w ill not re co r d veh icle
licen se tags and is not in terested in the identity of individual
d r iv e rs . It wants to ob serv e d r iv er and pedestrian behavior in a
c ity in te rse c tio n environm ent in the hopes of finding out what
m ay be needed to spur the safe m ovem ent of tra ffic .

Initial testing o f the su rveillan ce equipm ent took p lace in
B uffalo, New Y ork , but d ifficu lty was encountered when the
n o ises of heavy v eh icles tripped o ff the p ictu re sa v in g m echanism .
Since then engineers have been trying to eliminate "b u g s" in the
equipm ent. They cu rren tly a re record in g and studying the sounds
w hich trip o ff the system .

The B ureau of P u blic Ibads has invested about $500, 000 in
the developm ent of the system .
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F E D E R A L H IGH W AY ADMIN
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 309

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY COLORADO GETS i^HWA GRANT TO
MARCH 2% 1969 IMPROVE DRIVER LICENSING

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway

Administration today announced the award of a contract to the

State of Colorado for a $65, 800 demonstration project to

improve the administration of driver licensing examinations

in rural areas of the State.

The project will include the use of a mobile van containing
automated equipment capable of administering a driver's
examination to as many as 12 persons simultaneously. In
addition to the ability of the equipment to administer and score
the tests, it also can present the applicant with correct answers
to questions answered incorrectly. It is hoped that this
capability will lead to increased knowledge of safe driving
practices by license applicants.

The contract between the FHWA's National Highway Safety
Bureau and the Colorado Department of Revenue will help meet
the need for testing facilities and examination procedures which
provide a learning experience as well as a test. The project
will assist the State in meeting Federal Highway Safety standards
dealing with driver licensing and driver improvement.
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 310

FHWA MAKES $304,000
FOR RELEASE TUESDAY GRANT TO ARIZONA
MARCH 2$, 1969 STATE UNIVERSITY

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway

Administration has announced an agreement with Arizona State

University for a $304,000 Federally financed demonstration

project to conduct a one year air medical evacuation system to

serve rural and remote areas of Arizona.

The funds will provide for the leasing of two helicopters
with highly trained rescue crews. One team will be on ground
alert, and the other on airborne surveillance over highway routes
which have a high accident history.

When a highway crash occurs, the closest team will rescue
and treat any injured and evacuate them to the nearest medical
facility. The project will be directed by the College of Engineering
Sciences of Arizona State University for the FHWA's National
Highway Safety Bureau. State medical and hospital associations
will be responsible for the medical aspects of the project, including
the training of para medical personnel.

The project will also provide information on what special
training and equipment is needed for para medics, and on new
techniques for handling casualties. Other objectives will be to
determine the effect of air patrols on the average speed of motorists
and whether this has any influence on crash rates. Both the rescue
and accident prevention benefits will be measured in relation to
the cost of the program.
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S im ila r demonstration pro jects a im ed at im proving
em ergency rescue of highway crash v ic t im s are being conducted
fo r the National Highway Safety Bureau in Nebraska and in the 
c it ies of Detro it, Los A n ge les , and New York .
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

FE D E R A L R AILR O AD ADM INISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Thursday, March 27, 1969

FRA--1069 
Telephone :

202-962-8647

An obstacle detection system for high speed vehicles--

capable of detecting objects as small as an inch in diameter 

within a 600-foot range on a track or guideway--has been

developed for the Department of Transportation.

The feasibility model was built by RCA for the Department's 
Office of High Speed Ground Transportation, which is investiga
ting the technologies required for 200 to 300 mph vehicles of
the future. Such a vehicle would need positive indications that
its tracks or guideway is free of obstructions two to three miles
ahead, far beyond human sight limits.

The RCA scanner, positioned alongside the track, sends a
very narrow, invisible infrared beam just above both tracks to
a retroreflective strip fastened on the opposite side of the
track. If no object blocks it, the beam is reflected back to
a receiver in the scanner, indicating that the way is clear.
Should the light beam detect an object one inch or more in
width, however, there is either a very faint signal or none at
all, and immediately the traffic controller for the sector of
track is electronically alerted. The DOT estimates that ten
to twenty scanners will be required for each mile of track.

Resembling a small lighthouse in appearance, the scanner
contains both a "laser transmitter" and receiver in its base.
An accurately controlled revolving mirror at the top of the
'1ighthouse" reflects the transmitted signal across the tracks,
and also serves to reflect the returned signal to the receiver.
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Edward J . Ward, C h i e f o f OHSGT’ s E n g i n e e r i n g  R e s e a r c h and
D e v e l o p me n t D i v i s i o n , e x p l a i n e d  t h a t  i n f r a r e d l a s e r s a r e b e i n g
us e d as t h e l i g h t s o u r c e f o r  t he s y s t e m b e c a u s e o f t h e i r l ow
power r e q u i r e m e n t and n a r r o w beam, and b e c a u s e r e c e i v e r s
d e s i g n e d e x c l u s i v e l y f o r  i n f r a r e d l i g h t w i l l no t r e a c t t o
e x t r a n e o u s  l i g h t s o u r c e s ,  s uc h as t r a i n and a u t o h e a d l i g h t s .

RCA ’ s Da v i d S a r n o f f R e s e a r c h C e n t e r has a l r e a d y  d e s i g n e d
and t e s t e d f o r  DOT a f e a s i b i l i t y model o f t h e l a s e r s c a n n i n g
s y s t e m , wh i c h p r e s e n t l y has a r a n g e o f 600 f e e t . D e v e l o p e d
and b u i l t a t RCA *s A e r o s p a c e S y s t e m s D i v i s i o n , t he s c a n n e r has
a l s o  bee n t e s t e d and d e m o n s t r a t e d on a s p e c i a l s e gme nt o f t r a c k
on t he Penn C e n t r a l  R a i l r o a d  a t P r i n c e t o n , N. J .
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FE D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
W A SH IN G T O N , D.C. 20591 (202) 962 81*11

PHWA 311
F o r R elease F rid a y ,

REPORT SHOWS INTERSTATE SYSTEM
STILL SAFER THAN OTHER HIGHWAYS

March 28, 1969

T r a v e l on th e I n t e r s t a t e Highway System co n tin u es to be s u b s t a n t ia l ly

s a f e r th an on o th e r roads and s t r e e t s in th e n a tio n , a re p o rt com piled by

th e F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is tra t io n 's Bureau o f P u b lic Roads d is c lo s e s .

D uring 1967* 2 .8 9 p erson s were k i l l e d f o r each 100 m ill io n v e h ic le

m ile s o f t r a v e l on I n t e r s t a t e highw ays, compared w ith 5*66 on o th e r ro a d s.

The 1967 I n t e r s t a t e f a t a l i t y r a te was a 6 .2 p e rc e n t d e cre a se from 1966 's

r a te o f 3*08.

.The d eath r a te on a l l highways in 1967 was 5 *3^ alm ost ^ p e rc e n t
below th e 5*55 f a t a l i t y r a te in 1966.

R u ral t r a v e l , both on th e I n t e r s t a t e System and on n o n in te r s ta te
ro a d s, was more hazardous th an t r a v e l in urban a r e a s , th e re p o rt shows.
The I n t e r s t a t e f a t a l i t y r a te in 1967 in r u r a l a rea s was 3*68 p e r 100 m ill io n
v e h ic le m ile s , and on o th e r roads was 7 *53* In urban a r e a s , th e I n t e r s t a t e
r a te was 2 . 12, compared w ith th e n o n in te r s ta te r a te o f 3*80*

The r e p o r t , based on d a ta subm itted by S ta te highway departm ents, r e v e a ls
th e n o n F h ta l in ju r y r a te on I n t e r s t a t e highways was o n e th ird o f th e r a te
on o th e r ro a d s, o r 86.06 p e r 100 m ill io n v e h ic le m ile s compared to 283.7^*

S e c r e ta r y o f T ra n sp o rta tio n John A. Volpe s a id th e re p o rt p o in ts up the
most im portant b e n e f it o f th e 2̂ , 5 00 m ile c o n tr o lle d a c c e s s I n t e r s t a t e
system th e sa v in g o f l i v e s . The system , he s a id , i s d esign ed and b u i l t f o r
s a f e t y , as w e ll as to p n o tch e f f i c i e n c y .

Copies o f th e r e p o r t , ' i ’a t a l and I n ju r y A ccid e n t R ates on F e d e ra l A id
and O ther Highway S y s te m s ," a re a v a i la b le a t ^5 cen ts each from th e Super
in ten d e n t o f Documents, U .S . Government P r in t in g O f f ic e , W ashington, D.C. 20*102 .
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

(202) 962 8411
FHWA 306

FOR RELEASE SATURDAY
March 29, 1969

PUBLIC ROADS REPORT LISTS
HIGHWAY RESEARCH STUDIES

A listing of 825 highway transportation research studies
in progress during fiscal year 1969 has been compiled and published
by the Federal Highway Administration’s Bureau of Public Roads.

The report, "Highway Research and Development Studies
1968," shows the objective of each study, how it is financed and
who is doing the research. An appendix lists available research
reports on studies completed in the previous year.

Copies of the report are available from the Superintendent
of Documents, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C.,
20402. The price is $1.50 per copy.

The 825 studies will cost a total of nearly $35 million.
In fiscal year 1968, there were 701 studies made at a cost of
$30.6 million.

Most of the studies are supported jointly by the Bureau
of Public Roads and state highway departments. Others are
financed entirely by the Bureau of Public Roads, or are sponsored
jointly by the Bureau of Public Roads and the American Association
of State Highway Officials, and administered by the Highway
Research Board.

The research work is carried on either directly by staffs
of the Bureau of Public Roads and state highway departments, or 
under contract with universities, industrial laboratories,
consultants, and other qualified research organizations. Technical
supervision for contract studies is furnished by the Bureau of 
Public Roads, the states, or the Highway Research Board.
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DEPARTMENT of 8
TRANSPORTATION I

F E D E R A L H IGH W AY AD M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 312
(202) 962 8411

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CIVIL ACTION CONSIDERED BY FHWA
April 2, 1969 AGAINST TIRE AND AUTO MAKERS

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway

Adm inistration has notified two Am erican tire manufacturers and

a foreign automobile manufacturer that it is considering invoking

civil penalties for failure of their products to m eet minimum

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards. The products involved

have already been the subject of recall campaigns by each manufacturer.

If invoked, these would be the first such actions under the National

Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety A ct of 1966.

The FH W A's Chief Counsel, Howard A. Heffron, announced
today that letters have been sent to the Mohawk Rubber Co. , the
General Tire and Rubber Co. and Fiat Motor Co. advising them
that civil penalties are being considered. The firm s are given 20
days from receipt of the letters to submit any mitigating information,
data, or arguments against the imposition of a penalty.

The A ct provides for a civil penalty (fine) not to exceed
$1 ,000 for each violation of a Federal standard, to a maximum of
$400, 000 for a related series of violations. The amount of the
penalties being considered in the current three instances has not been
determined.

(more)
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The letter to Fiat is based on the fa ilu re o f its side r e a r
view m ir r o r to m eet Standard 111, w hich req u ires such m ir r o r s
to p rov ide Msubstantially unit m agn ifica tion ". Some 25 ,000 Fiats
have been im ported into this country with convex side m ir r o r s
that, a ccord in g to tests conducted for the National Highway Safety
B ureau, reduce the s ize o f the re fle cted im age. The com pany
has initiated a re ca ll cam paign to rep la ce the m ir r o r .

The Mohawk R ubber Co. was cited for fa ilure of its
AIRFLO W p assen ger car t ir e s , s ize 7. 35 x 14 to pass m inim um
test requ irem en ts under Standard 109. NHSB tests showed that
16 of 34 such tires tested fa iled . On January 9, the com pany
initiated a re ca ll cam paign fo r an estim ated 10, 000 such t ire s .

The G eneral T ire and R ubber Co. was cited for two
separate violations of Standard 109. T ests by the NHSB showed
that 19 o f 21 SA FE TY JET p assen ger car t ir e s , s ize 9. 00 x 15
fa iled the m inim um tests . The com pany initiated a re ca ll
cam paign on F ebru ary 4 for ari estim ated 40 ,200 t ire s .

In addition, G eneral T ire and Rubber was cited fo r
fa ilu re of 17 o f 17 of its GENERAL JET p assen ger car t ir e s ,
s ize 8. 15 x 15 to pass m inim um tests . The com pany initiated a 
re ca ll cam paign on M arch 12 fo r an estim ated 31 ,000 t ire s .

m m m m
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NEWS
F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 313
(202) 962 8411

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE FHWA RECONFIRMS RULE TO
April 2, 1969 MAKE MOTOR CARRIER ACCIDENT

REPORTS PUBLICLY AVAILABLE

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway

Administrator, Francis C. Turner, today announced that he has

denied a number of petitions for reconsideration of a rule to make

motor carrier accident reports available for public inspection.

Turner said a number of regulated motor carriers and trade
associations for such carriers filed petitions asking for recon
sideration of the order issued last January 17 to become effective
March 31. He said evaluation of the petitions has shown that they
contain nothing of substance that was not considered before the
rule was issued and already rejected on merit. He also rejected
requests that the effective date of the rule be extended.

The rule in question revokes section 394. 1 of Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Regulations, which heretofore has provided that
motor carrier accident reports filed by the carriers and in the files
of the FHWA's Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety were not available for
public inspection.

After due notices and the opportunity for interested parties
to comment on the proposal, the FHWA issued a rule on January 17
which will make such reports filed after Rlarch 31 available for public
inspection.

##########
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On January 17, 1969, after due notice and the opportunity for public

participation, the Administrator issued a rule which revoked section 394.1

of the Motor Carrier Safety Regulations (34 F.R. 1152). That section had

provided that motor carrier accident reports in the files of the Federal

Highway Administration were not available for public inspection. In his

order, the Administrator announced that accident reports filed after March 31,

1969 would be made available to the public.

A number of regulated motor carriers and trade associations composed

of such carriers have filed petitions for reconsideration of the January 17

rule. Some of the petitions also ask that the rule’s March 31, 1969

effective date be stayed pending determination of whether it should be

revoked or modified.

Upon consideration and analysis of the petitions for reconsideration,

the Administrator has determined that they contain nothing of substance

that was not considered before the rule was issued and rejected on the

merits or that justifies withdrawing the rule or suspending its effective

date. Therefore, the petitions for reconsideration are denied.
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Inasmuch as the use of motor carrier accident reports is governed

by section 220(f) of the Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U.S.C. 320(f),

which restricts their use in litigation, the Administrator has directed

that administrative measures be taken to ensure that those restrictions

are brought to the attention of persons who seek, and are granted,

access to accident reports in the files of the Administration.

(Secs. 204, 220, and 224, Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U.S.C. 304, 320, 

324, and 49 CFR 1.4(c))

Issued on March 27, 1969

Federal Highway Administrator



  

  
 

 
  

     

  
  

        

         

       

  

        
         

 

     
       

    

         
     

           
       

    

        
        

    

          

          
           

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IGH W AY A D M IN ISTR ATIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 314
FOR RELEASE 3:00 P.M.
Wednesday, April 9, 1969 Phone: (202) 962-8411

FUNDS ALLOTTED TO REPAIR
ROADS DAMAGED BY FLOODS

The allotment of $1,115,250 in emergency relief funds to repair

and reconstruct highway facilities in four national parks in California

damaged by floods was announced today by Secretary of Transportation

John A. Volpe.

This marks the first allocation by DOT'S Federal Highway Administration
of relief funds to fix damages caused by the California floods of January-
March 1969.

The parks are Death Valley National Monument in Inyo County, Sequoia 
National Park in Tulare County, Yosemite National Park in Mariposa County,
and Point Reyes National Seashore in Marin County.

Death Valley Monument received the largest allocation $855,500 for 
the reconstruction of Titus Canyon Road, Beatty Cut-Off, and Park Route 8.

Facilities to be repaired in Sequoia Park at a cost of $132,000 are
Generals Highway, Ash Mountain Truck Trail, Colony Mill Road, West Boundary
Truck Trail, Milk Ranch Road, and Moro Creek Road.

The Yosemite project calls for the repair of El Portal Highway and 
Wawona Highway at a cost of $77,250, while the Point Reyes project, costing
$50,500, will repair Entrance Road and Drakes Beach Road.

All the projects will be financed with 100 percent Federal funds.

The projects will be designed by the Federal Highway Administration
and the repair work will be done by the FHWA and the National Park Service.
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DEPARTMENT of
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FEDERAL HIGHW AY A DM INISTRATIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

FHWA

(202 ) 962 81*11

V E H IC L E S ’ AVERAGE SPEED
For Release Sunday, CONTINUES ITS INCREASE
April 13, 1969

Motor veh icle speed on the nation 's open roads, which has been

climbing ste a d ily since 19 3̂, continued i t s r is e la s t year, the Depart

ment of Transportation's Federal Highway Adm inistration said today.

The average speed in 1968 was 59 miles per hour, a 1 m.p.h. increase

over the previous year, a study conducted by 27 State highway departments

and summarized by the Bureau of Public Roads d isclosed . Over 180,000 

veh icles were involved in the study made on le v e l, stra ig h t sections of

main ru ral roads during periods of low t r a f f ic density.

While the average speed on a l l roads was 59 m .p.h., i t was 62.8 m.p.h.
or 3-8 miles fa s te r on In tersta te Highway System segments, the study showed. 
The highest average speed recorded on completed sections of the In terstate
was 68.1 m.p.h. in Kansas, almost l l m.p.h. fa s te r than the average of 5^*5
recorded in New Jersey. Large d ifferen ces in average speeds among States
occur because of d ifferen ces in te rra in and land use. Speed lim its are
established fo r safe and e f f ic ie n t use of highways.

On completed sections of the In te rsta te , 62 percent of the vehicles
traveled over 60 m .p.h., 10 percent over 65 m .p.h., and 19 percent over
70 m.p.h. On a l l main ru ral roads, including the In te rsta te , I5 percent
traveled over 60 m .p.h., 26 percent over 65 m .p.h., and 12 percent over 70
m.p.h. Since 1958 when sections of the In tersta te were being opened to
t r a f f i c , the percentage of vehicles tra v e lin g over 60 m.pih. on a l l main
ru ral roads has nearly tr ip le d from 16 to 15 percent.

The average speed of 59 miles an hour on a l l main rural roads includes
passenger cars, trucks and buses. The average speed of passenger cars was
60. k m .p.h.; fo r trucks, 5^ m .p.h.; and fo r buses, 60.5 m.p.h. On „completed
sections of the In te rsta te , the average speed fo r passenger cars was 6b.k;

fo r tru cks, 56.7; and fo r buses, 63.7.
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Federal Highway Administrator F. C. Turner said the study of rural
highway speeds "indicates how the Interstate System is bringing the nation's
regions and cities closer together through reduced traveled time. It shows,
too,' the importance of providing a safe and efficient highway system that
will deliver the kind of service the motoring public has become accustomed to."

The study shows the advantages of high design standards by comparing the
average speeds for all vehicles on rural sections of the Interstate Highway
System's completed sections with those on the Interstate's "traveled way"
sections. (Traveled way includes older roads presently serving Interstate
traffic but which are not up to Interstate standards.)

The comparisons:

Year Interstate completed Interstate traveled way Differences

I960 5^.8 m.p.h. 52.7 m.p.h. 2 .1 m.p.h.

1961 55.7 53.0 2.7

1962 57.7 5^.2 3.5

1963 59.5 5^.2 5 3

196^ 59 6 5^.6 5.0.

1965 60.6 55.6 5.0

1966 6 1.5 55.3 6.2

1967 62.3 57.1 5.2

1968 62.8 57.3 5-5

The accompanying tables and chart, list the average speeds as recorded
in the various States and show the speed trends through the years. Copies
of the study, "Traffic Speed Trends," are available from the Federal Highway
Administration, Washington, D. C. 20591»

0

-
-

-

-

-



              
             

 

   

Table 1 . ■ Average speeds o f v e h ic le s and percentages o f v e h ic le s tr a v e lin g in excess o f variou s speeds^
on le v e l , s tr a ig h t sectio n s o f main ru ra l roads, in clu d in g the I n te r s ta te System fo r 1968

ALL STATES

Indicates data not available



             
             

 

 
     

  
          

 

     

       

 

    
     

      

  

     
   

   

    

  

    

  

     

  

    
    
   

    

     

  

    
   

     

    

     
      

     
     

   

     
     

      

          
         
              
   

    

Table 2 Average speeds of vehicles and percentag^of vehicles traveling in excess of various speeds
on level, straight sections of the completed portions of the rural Interstate System for 1900

Spe*<l e xcee

« a r r ¿ $ % e p e e i
•p * • 1

i f C a p .n . p .h . 50 m p .h . s r p.fc p .h . 6 r> a p .h .
J

7 0 a p.t. Speed
* u t e r

» f
f t f i l a r . and ? ta te

A U f e . T K All P .C . 7 . . d P .C T|L Bus | m i t c T f Bus |á u f .e . i s . Rus M í F . . TK. Dus A l l T .C . H L Bu: J A U P .C . TK. *11 f .e . IX . Bus
U t /

r t a t i a a d

. e .

t i f f m & i LtJT

S L . 1 & » 9 65.6 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 LOO 100 96 100 96 97 85 100 89 92 66 lo o 73 77 35 35 k8 58 6 69 20 21 2 9 70 5

Hev B n q « l ü r e ....... 62.6 63.O 60.1 6 6 .8 100 100 100 100 99 99 98 LOO 99 99 97 100 91 9k 87 100 95 86 78 87 59 61 33 8k k2 k 2 16 73 Ix . 12 70 2 j
*

K U S L E A T U U fn C

* * . 5 51.8 5 1 .3 100 10c 100 LOO 99 100 98 10C 9k 98 90 83 81 91 69 68 k7 65 27 33 23 35 9 0 k 6 1 C 1 2 1 0 60
65 2/

1
26

6 2 .3 63.2 5 0 .7 63.8 LOO 100 100 LOO LOO 100 100 LOO 100 100 100 100 99 100 96 100 9k 96 8k LOO 81 BU 55 97 k2 k5 20 65 * *

P e n n s y lv a n ia . . . . . . . SÍ* .7 s6 .U 51.3 5 6 .7 99 0 9 98 100 97 rrr 9k 98 3o 9? 32 93 72 80 57 8L L8 6 c 2k 58 2C 29 5 39 2 3 0

S A A H ATLANTIC *

l o r I d a ......................... 6U .8 65.2 100 100 100 100 LOO 100 100 100 99 9 * 96 79 97 31 57 63 70 20
V

L8
n

10 u 1 70 L

6 l . l Ó 2 .1 4 i 66.5 100 100 100 100 100 98 100 QT, l o o 2 7 33 100 32 83 67 100 51 co 3D 10c Id 20 5C
12 16

*

S k 5 60.1 100 100 100 100 100 99 100 LOO 99 97 99 90 90 95 76 7k 82 51 U9 6 c 19 ■
65¿ V irg in ia ....................... 6 2 .5 63 k 53.2 6 k .k 100 100 100 LOO 100 100 99 100 98 99 91100 9k 97 6 9 93 33 88 3k 93 62 67 9 71 35 39 2

EAST m e a C B R B A L :

K l r h l g m . . . . . . . . . . . 62.0 6 k .2 55.0 6 6 .8 100 100 09 100 LOO LOO 96 100 36 99 93100 91 96 78 lo o 78 86 52 100 58 70 19 100 3S L6 3 k2 17 22 0 8 70 6

EAST SOOTS C O R R AL:

Mississippi . . . . . . . . 6 0 7 62.9 5 k 2 6 1.1 100 100 99 LOO 98 99 95 95 93 97 82 95 82 90 56 89 67 8 33 73 k3 53 13 k9 22 28 5 22 8 LO 1 0 3 / 12

VEST SORTS C O RRAL:

6 8 .k T O .? 5 8 .7 100 100 LOO LOO 100 LOO LOO 100 99 98 100 9k 93 98 77 82 92 y * 68 80 18 k8 58 7 75 3
65.3 67.0 5 S .7 100 10c 100 100 LOO 98 98 99 93 95 98 81 9L 96 60 76 85 25 56 65 8 29 3k 1 70 3
63.8 65.6 58.6 6 3 3 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 98100 96 99 89 100 89 9k 7k 100 6k 75 31 67 k3 5k 10 17 13 17 1 0 70 3
66.7 69.3 57.2 100 100 99 99 100 98 98 100 91 9k 98 80 87 9k S i 75 86 3k 60 72 16 38 kk 10 75 %

S o o th D ak o ta . . . . . . . 6 6 .k 67.8 60.9 6 7 k 100 100 LOO 100 100 LOO 100 LOO 100 100 100100 98 99 96 100 91 95 77 100 7k 82 * 3 96 50 59 16 k8 26 32 b 19 75 6

VEST SOOTS C O RRAL:

5 9 8 62.0 5 * .k 100 100 98 _ 98 99 9k 9k 99 82 87 93 72 7k 8k k8 53 62 26 26 31 lk 9 11 3 70 1
....................... 62. k 5 3 k 5 7 0 58.8 100 100 99 100 100 LOO 99 LOO 99 100 96100 97 98 9 2 IDO 3k 89 6k 70 73 79 k7 50 ko *5 lk 20 18 22 3 0 1 1

T e x a s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60.0 0I .6 5 k .9 5 9 2 100 100 99 100 97 98 9k 92 93 9k 8k 87 82 86 70 72 71 77 52 6 2 k9 57 27 56 36 k l U k7 U l k 2 7 12

M U R A I S :

6 6 .1 6 6 .? 5 8 .3 66.7 100 100 100 LOO 100 LOO 97 100 QQ 100 95 100 < * 98 87 100 92 9k 7k 100 78 82 ko 91 ÓO 65 iñ 80 28 30 6 28 70 8

C o lo ra d o . . . . . . . . . . . 63.5 6 k .7 5 5 .3 7 0 5 99 100 91 l o o 08 100 89 100 97 99 85 100 95 97 80 100 87 91 62 100 70 76 29 100 *5 50 Lk 100 16 1 50 70 k

Id a h o . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60.9 62.7 5 6 .7 6k .O 00 99 98 100 06 96 91 100 91 92 38 100 82 8k 77 100 7k 77 6k 100 55 63 33 67 kO L8 16 67 15 l*> 3 0 70 2/ 7
* » ♦ * « ■ . . . . . . . . . . . . 65.1 6T .7 5 7 k 6k .O 100 100 100 100 99 100 97 W O 97 99 93 96 3 96 81 96 82 90 50 8k 68 80 30 71 k7 58 13 59 29 37 k 50 2

Ó 5 5 67 .k 5 8 .7 100 LOO 100 100 100 100 100 LOO 100 • 97 97 96 89 9k 68 76 85 36 5k 62 16 3k 39 LO 5/ 2

U t a h ................................ 65.0 6 6 .0 5 9 .0 69.O 100 100 96 l o o 96 97 92 LOO 90 90 7k 100 78 8k •»3 100 56 59 16 100 2k 28 2 5C 70 2

P A C IF IC :

O regon . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 1.1 5 5 .2 5 3 3 100 100 100 _ 100 100 90 99 100 96 92 97 8 1 69 90 27 52 76 3 * 53 1 15 23 0 70 k

W ash in g to n . . . . . . . . 6 1 .3 oC.fc 5 6 .0 7 100 100 10c * 100 100 07 99 100 93 95 97 35 9k 0 o 57 63 17 * 26 31 k • 7 3 0 70 k

A v e ra ge . . . . . . . . . . . . . f a . 3 < ¥ ¥ 56-7 & ■? 10c 100 3 *i< K V ! • « 97 99 9 9 ? 3 7 9t # 5 9 2 95 31 88 3 9 37 52 71 29 7k LO L7 11 51 1 » 2 * i

1/ A ll atatlaaa k m tkt amm afamé llad t I a tk m lM notad. 
5/ h Bon than tao ito t lo M k m l l f t a n i t q N ( H a lt* .
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\J ■■ttnaakl* atA y r a ln t .
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591 ™ A 316
(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE MONDAY, GOVERNORS ALERTED TO SCHOOL
A pril 1U, 1969 BUS SAFETY PROBLEMS

The Department of Transportation's National Highway

Safety Bureau has alerted the governors of all the States to the

necessity of insuring the adequacy of school bus safety measures

and maintenance programs.

In a letter to each of the governors, the NHSB's Acting
Director, Dr. Robert Brenner, said the Bureau's longtime concern
over inadequate school bus safety programs has been heightened
by several recent developments.

First, by the results of two recently completed Bureau
investigations of major school bus crashes last year. Both crashes
resulted in a tragic loss of lives and serious injuries to school
children. The Bureau's investigations disclose that inadequate
maintenance was directly responsible for one of the crashes.

The second investigation conducted by the Bureau and the bus
manufacturer disclosed the possibility of a malfunction in the braking
system. As a result, General Motors issued its recent announcement
that it would begin to recall some 10,450 1967 and 1968 Chevrolet
and GMC school buses for correction of possible braking mal
functions which might result in a safety hazard.

The Bureau also called to the governors' attention the results
of a school bus inspection program in one mid western State in 1968,
in which 40% of more than 10, 000 school buses failed to pass
inspection. Deficiencies involved brakes, lights, and windshield
wipers and washers.
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Dr. B renner warned that it m ight be som e tim e before
G eneral M otors d ea lers can a ccom p lish the n e ce ssa ry rep a irs
on the m ore than 10, 000 bu ses, and urges the govern ors to a lert
their sch ool d istr icts to warn d riv ers o f these m odels to drive
at reduced speeds and be p repared to use the m echanical
em ergen cy braking system .

The two crash es investigated by the NHSB w ere:

1. A cra sh on A p ril 24, 1968, in which a sch oo l bus failed
to stop b e fore entering a m ajor highway and struck a deep ditch
on the opposite side of the road. Four ch ildren w ere killed and
42 w ere in jured in the crash . Investigation showed a brake
fa ilu re caused by the lack of brake fluid in the m aster cy lin der.
This d e fic ien cy should have been detected and co rre c te d by
m aintenance p erson n el, if there had been an effective m aintenance
p rogram .

2. A cra sh on N ovem ber 19, in which a sch ool bus fa iled to
negotiate a downhill curve on a tw o lane m ountainous roadway.
One child was killed and 21 w ere in jured. Investigation d isc lo sed
se v e re ly w orn brake linings and a fa ilure of the p rim ary cup in
the m aster cy lin der. The badly w orn brake linings should a lso
have been detected by m aintenance person n el. The fa ilu re of the
p rim ary cup prom pted the re ca ll cam paign.

The letter a lso points out that the safety of sch ool bus operations
is a lso linked to the p erform an ce of sch ool bus d r iv e rs , as w ell
as to veh icle m aintenance. T h ere fore , the NHSB suggests the
developm ent of d river training p rogram s for bus op era tors , with
sp ecia l em phasis on p rop er r ig h t o f w a y p roced u res , "w hich recen t
experien ce indicates is a p articu la rly im portant area . "
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FEDERAL HIG HW AY A D M IN ISTR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C 20591

fhwa 318
(202) 962 8411

.FOR RELEASE THURSDAY, pHWA ISSUES MOTOR
APRIL 17, 1969 CARRIER FIRE REPORT

The Department of Transportation's Federal Highway

Administration today made public a summary report for the

first half of 1968 analyzing highway crashes by motor carriers

which involved fire.

The FHWA's Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety says in the
6-month period there were 383 accidents involving fire
reported by property carriers. That was 1.77 percent of the
21,682 accident reports submitted. The 383 accidents resulted
in 85 fatalities, 179 injuries, and $4,115,512 in property
damage.

Passenger carriers in the same period reported 8 accidents
involving fire, or 0. 64 percent of the 1,247 accident reports
filed during the period. The 8 accidents resulted in 25 fatalities,
73 injuries, and $127,226 in property damage.

Copies of the report may be obtained from the Bureau of
Motor Carrier Safety, Room 302A, 6th and D Streets, S. W.,
Washington, D.C. 20591.
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591
FHWA --319

FOR RELEASE FRIDAY, HIGHWAY COHSTRDCTIOH PRICE
APRIL 18, 1969 INDEX FOR 1ST QUARTER 1969

The cost of highway construction in the first quarter of 1969

dropped 6.7 percent below the previous quarter, to 123.4 percent of the

1957*59 average, the Bureau of Public Roads of the U.S. Department of
Transportation announced today.

Trends in highway construction costs are measured by an index of
average contract prices compiled by the Bureau from reports of Federal*
aid highway construction contracts awarded by State highway departments.

The decrease of 6.7 percent follows a 10.7 percent increase for the
previous quarter. The composite price index for the first quarter of
1969 is 2.4 percent above that for the first quarter of 1968.

The sharp rise in the fourth quarter of 1968 was due, primarily to
the large Increase in the average price of common excavation. The volume
of highway construction awarded during this period was much lower than
normal due to restrictions on funding. Low volumes of excavation or no
awards at all in some States where low unit prices for excavation generally
prevail, undoubtedly caused some of this increase. The first quarter
composite decrease, therefore, returns the index to the normal trend.

The quarterly price index during the past 2 years and the percentage
change from the preceding quarter in each case have been as follows:

Price Percent
Index Change

2nd quarter, 1967 ........ 0.7
3rd quarter, 1967 ........ + 9.5
4th quarter, 1967 ........ . . 119.2 3.1
1st quarter, 1968 ........ + 1.2
2nd quarter, 1968 ........ + 0.5
3rd quarter, 1968 ........ 1.4
4th quarter, 1968 ........ + 10.7
1st quarter, 1969 ........ 6.7

(more)
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Th* prlc« l«v»li of the componaat iteas o£ the Index la the first
quarter of 1969, the prevlous quarter, «ad the samt qaartor • paar «go,
•ad the correspoading percentage changes, ara »bovn la tha folloving tabla.

Price Index Percentage change
1957*59 100 this coartar fron **

First
quarter
1969

Fourth
quarter
1968

First
quarter
1968

Fourth
quarter
1968

First
quarter
1968

Excavation........... • • 134*3 157.6 127*4 14*8 +5.4
Surfacing:
Portland ceaeat concrete • 101*4 117*9 109*3 *14*0 7.3
Bituminous concrete* • • • 101*7 101*4 100*1 + 0.3 +1.7
Composite surfacing. . • . 101*6 109*3 104.5 * 7.1 2*8

Structures:
Reinforelag steel* • • • • 103*8 102*7 102*7 + l.i +1*1
Structural steel ........ 137*8 128*2 129*4 + 7.5 +6*4
Structural concrete* • • • 139*8 137.9 137*2 + 1.4 +1.9
Composite, structures 132*6 128*4 128.5 + 3.3 +3.2

Composite price index 123*4 132*3 120.6 * 6*7 +2.4

The O* S. average contract aalt prices for the Index lteas daring the fearth
qaarter of 1969 and the first qaarter of 1969 are:

Unit 4th Qtr. 1968 Qtr
Excavation Cu. Yd* $0.66 $0.56
Portland ceaeat concrete surface Sq* Yd. 5.16 4*44
Bituminous concrete surface Ton 6.75 6.77
Structural relaforeeaent Lb* .133 •134
Structural steel Lb* .249 .268
Structural concrete Cu. Yd. 74.71 75.72

PRICE TRENOS FOR FÉDÉRAL*AID HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION
1957 1959» 100
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FEDERAL HIG HW AY A D M IN ISTR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591 FHWA--321

(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE MONDAY
APRIL 28, 1969

FHWA ACTS ON VEHICLE 
CERTIFICATION

The Department of Transportation’s Federal Highway Administrator,

Francis C. Turner, today denied a series of petitions for reconsidera­

tion of regulations issued last January for the certification of motor

vehicles. At the same time, he granted a petition regarding certifica­

tion of vehicle equipment.

The regulations, developed by the FHWA’s National Highway Safety
Bureau, determine the manner in which vehicle manufacturers certify 
that their vehicles meet all Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards
applicable at the time of manufacture, under the National Traffic and
Motor Vehicle Safety Act.

Turner denied petitions to omit the requirement that the certifica­
tion label contain information on the month and year of manufacture of
the vehicle. He commented that clear identification of the month and
year of manufacture is important both to consumers who wish to know 
what Federal safety standards apply to the vehicle, and to the Bureau's
enforcement personnel and customs officials checking imported vehicles.

He denied petitions to omit the requirement that the label contain
the vehicle identification number, on the grounds that the requirement is
necessary to deal with the application of forged certification labels to
non-conforming vehicles, or the transfer of valid labels to non-conforming
vehicles

Among other petitions denied were those requesting a delay in the
proposed effective date of the regulations, now set at September 1, 1969.

However, Turner granted a request for reconsideration of the
regulation as it applies to vehicle equipment. He held that there is a
need for further study of the distribution and needs of the motor vehicle
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equipment industry, with a view to the issuance in the near future of
more specific certification requirements. In the meantime, manufacturers 
and distributors of vehicle equipment would continue to be governed by
certification requirements which were the subject of a notice of
November 4, 1967.

there are presently six Federal motor vehicle safety standards for
equipment: Standard 106 on Hydraulic Brake Hoses, Standard 109 on New
Passenger Car Tires, Standard 116 on Hydraulic Brake Fluids, Standard 205
on Glazing Materials, Standard 209 on Seat Belt Assemblies, and Standard
211 on Wheel Nuts, Wheel Discs, and Hub Caps.

Because some of the decisions announced today result in substantive
changes in the regulations, Turner is issuing a Notice of Proposed Amend
ment to the Certification Regulations, and requesting comments on the
proposed changes from all interested parties within 30 days of the publi
cation of the notice in the Federal Register.

It is anticipated that an amended regulation will be issued shortly
after the close of the comment period, and that the regulation will be
effective on all motor vehicles manufactured on or after September 1,
1969.
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DEPARTMENT of 1 ^ ™ ™
TRANSPORTATION 1 ^ ^

F E D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591 P™ U "322

(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY, FHWA EXTENDS COMMENT TIME ON
APRIL 29, 1969 CHILD SEATING PROPOSAL

The Department of Transportation 's Federal Highway Administrator,

Francis C. Turner, has announced an extension of time fo r in terested

parties to f i l e comments and data on a Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

re la t in g to ch ild seating systems fo r motor veh ic les .

The Notice o f Proposed Rule Making on Child Seating Systems was
issued on January 24, with comments due on February 21. In response
to requests, the deadline was extended to A pril 25. The action
announced today further extends the time fo r comments 60 days, to the
close of business June 24, 1969.

The action is taken under the National T r a f f ic and Motor Vehicle
Safety Act o f 1966, under which the FHWA's National Highway Safety
Bureau is developing a Federal motor veh ic le sa fety standard re la tin g
to ch ild seating systems.

The Bureau has been informed there are some research programs now
in progress which may provide substantial assistance in formulating a
Federal standard, and that a number of s c ie n t i f ic meetings on the
general subject o f ch ild restra in t systems fo r automobiles are scheduled
fo r May and June, which may also provide additional information useful
in developing such a standard. Therefore, the request fo r an additional
extension o f time fo r comments has been granted.

o
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 317
PHONE: (202) 962-8411

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY AM's 
May 4, 1969 FREEWAY MERGING SYSTEM

TO BE TESTËb NEAR BOSTON

A computerized traffic control system designed to ease the merging of

motor vehicles from access ramps onto freeways is scheduled to be installed

and tested in the Boston area shortly.

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe said today the experimental 
system, funded by DOT'S Federal Highway Administration, will utilize a small
digital computer and rampside displays to provide the motorist entering a
freeway with information that will enable him to merge safely and smoothly. 
The displays will fit the ramp vehicles into gaps in the freeway.

Ari entrance ramp from Route 38 to Route 128 southbound in Woburn, 
Massachusetts, has been selected as the site of the testing expected to begin
12 n u . an° continue over a six month period. The Massachusetts Department
of Public Works is cooperating in the project.

The system was developed by the Raytheon Company of Wayland, Massachusetts
under a $'»124,000 research contract with the Federal Highway Administration's
bureau of Public Roads which is seeking new ways to improve the flow of traffic 
on existing highways. Raytheon has awarded a contract for $69,800 to Horne 
Brothers of Cambridge, Massachusetts, to install the equipment.

Federal Highway Administrator Francis C. Turner said that the system 
will operate in the following manner:

• u ^ series of sensors will be installed in the pavement of the freeway's
right lane to measure the speed of vehicles and size of gaps in the traffic 
stream. Sensors also will be installed in the entrance ramp pavement to
determine the locations, speeds and types of ramp vehicles.

more
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Information detected by the sensors will be transmitted to a computer
that will match ramp vehicles with acceptable gaps in the freeway. Signals 
from the computer will be fed to a rampside display which will guide a
driver so he arrives in the merge area the same time there is an adequate
gap in freeway traffic.

Two types 0;f displays will be tested and evaluated. In one, the
driver will follow a series of green lights lit in sequence down the
ramp. The progressive movement of the lights will pace his speed so he
arrives at the freeway when there is space for him to enter. The other calls 
for a driver to adjust his car's speed to stay within a moving band of green 
light alongside the ramp. This will bring him to the merge area at the right 
moment.

If the Route 38 experiment proves successful, Turner said, the Bureau of 
Public Roads plans a more elaborate test of freeway control. A six mile stretch 
of highway would be instrumented with a number of ramps regulated by a central
digital computer. Under the experiment, traffic would be diverted to other
ramps or to parrallel streets if there were an overload on the freeway, or a
traffic jam due to an accident. The site for this test has not yet been 
selected.
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DEPARTMENT of 1 ™ ™ * ,TRANSPORTATION | w ü - w b
F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 323 
Phone: (202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY
May 8, 1969

QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE FEDERAL AID
HIGHWAY PROGRAM, MARCH 31, 1969

Over 27,975 miles of the 42,500 mile National System of Interstate
and Defense Highways are now open to traffic and construction is underway
on another 5,050 miles, Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe announced
today.

Information as of March 31, 1969, compiled by DOT S Federal Highway
Administration s Bureau of Public Roads showed that 66 percent of the 42,500
mile system is now open to traffic. Only 5 percent has not been advanced
beyond the preliminary status.

The total mileage in use by passenger and commercial vehicles rose
from 25,892 a year ago and 27,604 as of December 31, 1968, the date of the
last survey, to 27,975 as of March 31. Thus mileage open to traffic was
increased by 2,083 miles during the past 12 months, including 371 miles in
the quarter ending March 31.

The Interstate System will be the Nation s key highway network,
serving both civilian and defense needs, and carrying over 20 percent of
all traffic. Congress has required that projects be planned to accommodate
adequately the traffic anticipated 20 years beyond their design period.

All Federal funds for the Interstate program and the Federal aid
primary and secondary programs come from Federal excise taxes levied on 
highway users and channeled through the Highway Trust Fund.

Of the 27,975 miles of the Interstate System now in use by motorists
22,537 miles meet the standards of adequacy for future traffic and 3,135
miles are fully capable of handling current traffic but will need additional
improvement to bring them up to the ultimate standards. Toll roads, bridges
and tunnels incorporated in the system, as permitted by law, totaled 2,303 miles.

Most of the mileage now open, exclusive of tolls, was built or improved
under the Federal aid Interstate program (90 percent Federal, 10 percent State)• launched in 1956. Some of it, however, was financed before 1956, under other
programs, but in many cases with Federal aid.

(more)
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In addition to the sections open to traffic, 5,050 miles were under
construction as of March 31, and engineering or right of way acquisition
was in progress on another 7,3H7 miles. Thus some form of work was underway
or completed on 1+0,372 miles of the 1+2,500 mile system about 95 percent of
the total.

Each State receives a yearly apportionment of Federal funds for work^ on
approved Interstate System routes. The apportionment of $l+.0 billion^for fiscal
year 1970 was announced on October 31, 1968. The preliminary scheduling and
actual construction on Interstate routes are the responsibility of the States,
subject to review by the Bureau of Public Roads.

The status of the Interstate System as of March 31, 1969 Is shown on
the accompanying map, and in detail in table 1« In summary, the status is as follows
Mileage improved and open to traffic:

Completed to full or acceptable standards:
With Interstate funds ......................................... 22,537
Improved to standards adequate for present traffic but
additional improvement needed to meet full standards:
With Interstate funds ....................................... 3,135

Toll facilities................................................... 2,303
Total mileage improved and open to traffic ...................... ^7,975
Mileage under construction .................. .................. 5,
Preliminary engineering or right of way acquisition underway . . . 7,347
Total mileage improved or work underway ........................ 1+0,372

Some $35.k billion has been put to work on the Federal aid Interstate
program since the accelerated program began in 1956. Work completed since
July 1, 1956 has cost $25.73 billion, of which $21.08 billion was for construction
and $H.65 billion for engineering .and right of way acquisition. As of^March^31,
1969 work estimated to cost $9 69 billion was underway or authorized,^including
$6.1+9 billion of construction, and $3.20 billion of engineering and right of way
acquisition. Interstate financing data, by States, are reported in table II.

The continuing program of Federal assistance for the improvement of the
Federal aid primary and secondary highway systems and their urban extensions,
for which $1 .1+25 billion was apportioned for fiscal year 1970, has also shown
considerable accomplishment, with $25.U2 billion worth of work involving 21+3,291
miles of construction contracts completed or underway.

Construction contracts involving 230,131 miles of primary and secondary
highways and their urban extensions were completed since July 1, 1956, at a cost
of $21.21+ billion; and contracts involving 13,160 miles at a cost of $l+.l8̂
billion were underway on March 31» I*1 addition, $1.5l billion of engineering
and right of way acquisition work had been completed and $7UU million worth
of such work was underway. The primary secondary urban program is financed
by the Federal Government and the States on an equal share basis. Data are
reported by States in table III.

The Highway Trust Fund, source of Federal funds for the Federal aid highway
program received $1,186 billion of tax revenue income during the three months
ended March 31 about 69 percent of it from the taxes on motor fuel.
Disbursements for highways during the period amounted to $7H6 million. The
status of the Trust Fund is shown in table IV.
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INTERSTATE THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS

IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF SYSTEM MILEAGE AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

PRELIMINARY
WORK IN PROGRESS OPEN TO TRAFFIC

STATE
STATUS OR
NOT YET

IN
PROGRESS

1/

ENGINEERING
OR RIGHT OF

WAY
UNDER

CONSTRUCTION
TOTAL

UNDERWAY
TOLL

FACILITIES

IMPROVED TO
STANDARDS

ADEQUATE FOR
PRESENT
TRAFFIC

CCMPIETED
TO FULL OR
ACCEPTABLE
STANDARDS

TOTAL
OPEN
TO

TRAFFIC

TOTAL
DESIGNATED

SYSTEM
MILEAGE

STATE

ALABAMA 19.2 211.2 17l*.9 386.1 141.1 350.2 491.3 896.6 ALABAMA
ARIZONA 5.9 158.8 211*. 3 373.1 240.8 552.4 793. 2 1,172.2 ARIZCHA
ARKANSAS 1*1.9 74.7 116.6 39 3 363.0 1*02.3 518.9 ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA 103.8 U06.9 301.2 708.1 10.2 300.1 1,151.6 1,461.9 2,273.8 2/ CALIFORNIA

COLORADO 143.9 n i . o 71.0 182.0 112.8 537.2 650.O 975.9 COLORADO
CCHHECTICUT 51.6 23.1 11.2 3**. 3 16.4 47.4 197.5 261.3 347.2 CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE 9 .* 2 .1 11.5 14.3 0 .9 13.9 29.1 40.6 DELAWARE
FLORIDA 271.2 303.8 106.7 1*10.3 44.8 687.0 731.8 1,1*13.5 FLORIDA

GEORGIA 38.8 295.0 139.7 l*3l*.7 . 7 .0 666.7 6T3-7 1,147.2 GEORGIA
HAWAII 11.6 22.2 5 .9 28.1 1 .6 10.5 12.1 51.8 HAWAII
IDAHO 126.2 88.3 211*. 5 96.3 300.8 397.1 611.6 IDAHO
ILLINOIS 83.8 309.9 232.2 542.1 155.7 148.1 793.5 1,097.3 1,723.2 ILLINOIS

IHDIAHA 14.0 179.9 159.5 339.1* 156.9 15.4 603.4 775.7 1,129.1 INDIANA
IOWA 7*1.8 123.8 67.5 191.3 3 6 514.1 517.7 783.8 IOWA
KANSAS 19.8 80.9 70.1 130.6 1B5.9 0.3 464.1 650.3 820.5 KANSAS
KENTUCKY * 11*8.8 130.9 279.7 39 2 3 > 416.3 458.9 738.6 KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA 30.0 173.5 192.3 369.8 6.4 301.0 307.4 703.2 LOUISIANA
MAINE 1.8 33.3 1 .8 35.1 57.7 99.2 118.4 275.3 312.2 MAINE
MARYLAND 25.2 7 .1 30.6 37.7 53.0 70.9 173.3 297.2 3Ö0.1 2 MARYIAHD
MASSACHUSETTS 19.1 31.1 31.1* 62.3 134.4 27.3 223.7 385.4 k e r .o MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN 92.6 159.1 25.U 181*. 5 4.8 44.4 847.5 896.7 1,173.8 MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA 9.*! 2*10.1* 210.8 1*31.2 30.3 422.5 452.8 913.4 MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI 125.6 85.1* 211.0 19.2 448.i 467.3 678.3 MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI 26 .6 238.6 3**.2 292.8 0.3 160.8 663.4 826.5 1,145.9 MISSOURI

MONTANA 24.6 1*69 3 101.8 56T.1 m 301.8 292.5 594.3 1,186.0 MONTANA
NEBRASKA 1 .9 72.8 31.8 104.6 0 .2 13.6 359.2 373.0 479.5 NEBRASKA
NEVADA 128.7 32.5 161.2 5.3 368.1 373.4 53**. 6 NEVADA
NEWHAMPSHIRE 11.3 29.3 6.1 31.4 22.0 14.8 135.6 172.4 215.1 NEWHAMPSHIRE

HEWJERSEY 16.0 9**.7 58.3 153.0 46.3 26.4 113.5 186.2 385.2 4/ NEWJERSEY
HEWMEXICO 37.5 179.7 86.7 266.4 61.1 633.1* 694.5 998.4 HEWMEXICO
NEWYORK 11*2.2 30.6 84.7 135.3 491.8 53.3 532.5 1,077.6 1,355.1 NEWYORK
NORTH CAROLINA ffr.2 195.1* IO8.3 303.7 17.0 449.3 466.3 837.2 NORTH CAROUHA

NORTH DAKOTA 62.6 38.8 77.2 116.0 51.9 340.3 392.2 570.8 NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO 8 .8 15>*.3 178.5 332.8 206.4 54.9 931.2 1,192.5 l,5 3 ** .l OHIO
OKLAHOMA 55.9 ll*7.l* 203.3 174.1 23.3 406.1 603.5 806.8 OKLAHOMA
OREGON 19.2 65.5 2.5 6B.0 111.2 537.8 649.0 736.2 OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA 39.1 113.2 278.1 391.3 360.2 8 .3 781.3 1,149.8 1,580.2 PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND 29.O 9.1 ll*.0 23.1 . 13.8 36.8 50.6 98.7 RHOEB ISLAND
SOOTH CAROLINA 73.7 92.1 133.7 225.8 . 15.1 441.2 456.3 755.8 SOOTH CAROLINA
SOOTH DAKOTA * 1Û..4 93.2 254.6 60.3 364.3 424.6 679.2 SOUTH DAKOTA
wgnieKfnre 7 .5 262.1 150.7 412.8 90.5 53**. 3 624.8 1,045.1 TXNHESSEE

126.1 538.3 379.7 918.0 287.4 1,834.8 2,122.2 3,166.3 TEXAS
UTAH 90.8 368.1 21)*.0 582.I. ; . 22.6 277.8 300.4 933.3 UTAH
VERMONT « 10>*.3 1*2.9 147.4 ** 4 .4 168.6 173.0 320.4 VERMORT

VIRGINIA 9.8 216.6 150.9 36T.5 * 37.6 44.8 608.5 690.9 1,068.2 VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON! 68.8 12l*.l* 18.6 143.0 182.5 359.9 542.4 75**.2 WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA 29.5 158.6 31*.1* 213.0 87.2 0.3 184.7 272.2 511* 7 WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN 105.5 1 .7 39.2 40.9 24.7 392.1 416.8 563.2 WISCONSIN

WYOMING 78.2 8O.5 101.2 181.7 30.3 623.8 654.1 914.0 WYOMING
DISTRICT OP COLOMBIA

FUNDING
9.9

39.7 5/
7 .9 1 .7 9 .6 * 2 .9 7 .2 10.1 29.6

39.7 5/
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

PENDING

TOTAL 2,127.8 7 ,3 *6 .6
i

5,050.2 12,396.8 2,303.0 3,135.5 22,536.9 27,975.1* 42,500.0 TOTAL

; /
17%

f
12% 6% ^

\
53%

PRELIMINARY
STATUS OR NOT 

YET IN PROGRESS TOTAL OPEN TO TRAFFIC

Public hearings have been held on route location, and location studies are underway on many portions of the Mileage in th is colimn, 
Excludes the 17.2 Mile Century Freeway (1 105) which was added to the system under the Howard B i l l .
Excludes 28.5 Miles of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway (1 295) which was added to the system under the Howard B i l l .
Excludes 27.V miles chargeable to the Howard B il l of the to ta l 3^.^ B ile Trenton-Asbury Park Spur (1 195) which was added to
the system under that B i l l .
Consists of Mileage which has not been assigned to any sp ecific route and is a reserve fo r f in a l measurement of the system.
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NATIONAL SYSTEM OF INTERSTATE AND DEFENSE HIGHWAYS

ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH FEDERAL AID INTERSTATE FUNDS

AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE II

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1, 1956 TO DATE

ENGINEERING ENGINEERING
CONSTRUCTION AND RIGHT OF WAY TOTAL CONSTRUCTION ANO RIGHT OF WAY TOTAL

STATE TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS

ALABAMA
ALASKA

$117.A $105.5 $118.4 $106.6 $235.8 $212.1 $377.6 $333.7 $53.3 $46.4 $430.9 $380.1

ARIZONA 47.4 44.9 25.8 24.4 73.2 69.3 341.4 315.7 50.2 46.8 391.6 362.5
ARKANSAS 56.7 50.6 15.3 13.8 72.0 64.4 257.3 229.3 34.5 29.6 291.8 258.9

CALIFORNIA 667.0 591.4 444.1 379.2 1,111.1 970.6 1,685.5 1,479.4 584.3 485.2 2,269.8 1,964.6
COLORADO 103.1 71.6 30.8 28.1 133.9 99.7 275.0 244.5 38.0 32.7 313.0 277.2
CONNECTICUT 58.6 47.1 75.7 67.1 134.3 114.2 326.9 283.3 81.7 72.8 408.6 356.1
DELAWARE 7.3 6.5 30.5 26.5 37.8 33.0 76.2 67.5 1.4 1.1 77.6 68.6

FLORIDA 90.4 81.1 36.2 32.5 126.6 113.6 463.7 407.9 162.8 140.7 626.5 548.6
GEORGIA 165. 2 148.7 53.9 48.5 219.1 197.2 407.9 360.6 70.2 62.4 478.1 423.0
HAWAII 74.5 64.6 30.9 27.4 105.4 92.0 25.2 22.0 24.3 21.8 49.5 43.8
IDAHO 51.5 47.7 13.7 12.6 65.2 60.3 136.8 124.6 20.6 17.6 157.4 142.2

ILLINOIS 286.4 254.3 46.9 42.0 333.3 296.3 1,252.5 1,082.0 275.8 241.2 1,528.3 1,323.2
INDIANA 157.4 141.7 39.5 35.6 196.9 177.3 551.2 491.9 137.7 123.7 688.9 615.6
IOWA 79.9 71.6 12.9 11.5 92.8 83.1 334.2 297.6 47.0 41.0 381.2 338.6
KANSAS 63.0 56.0 16.1 14.5 79.1 70.5 231.1 203.5 39.9 35.4 271.0 238.9

KENTUCKY 106.3 94.9 67.6 60.7 173.9 155.6 496.6 443.5 65.1 54.0 561.7 497.5
LOUISIANA 259.1 230.3 182.7 163.4 441.8 393.7 481.8 430.3 14.1 12.7 495.9 443.0
MAINE 11.1 9.8 11.1 9.9 22.2 19.7 152.6 134.9 12.4 10.7 165.0 145.6
MARYLAND 105.5 92.1 72.0 64.8 177.5 156.9 297.9 255.1 37.3 32.5 335.2 287.6

MASSACHUSETTS 171.1 150.8 98.0 87.3 269.1 238.1 461.8 404.6 128.5 113.8 590.3 518.4
MICHIGAN 155.8 138.4 176.0 158.4 331.8 296.8 769.0 659.6 207.9 177.2 976.9 836.8
MINNESOTA 187.8 170.2 69.4 60.5 257.2 230.7 414.8 372.6 165.3 147.6 580.1 520.2
MISSISSIPPI 84.6 73.8 34.4 30.7 119.0 104.5 302.5 270.5 21.1 18.0 323.6 288.5

MISSOURI 154.4 138.4 71.6 63.9 226.0 202.3 547.1 489.4 168.5 149.7 715.6 639.1
MONTANA 72.7 67.0 45.2 41.2 117.9 108.2 227.3 206.3 17.7 15.8 245.0 222.1
NEBRASKA 38.3 30.3 19.9 17.9 58.2 48.2 173. 1 154.4 35.1 31.1 208.2 185.5
NEVADA 20.8 19.8 45.7 43.4 66.5 63.2 130.4 121.6 10.3 9.2 140.7 130.8

NEW HAMPSHIRE 30.2 26.5 2.8 2.4 33.0 28.9 130.8 114.5 15.4 13.3 146.2 127.8
NEW JERSEY 174.3 150.1 163.4 146.3 337.7 296.4 423.1 375.0 100.2 86.8 523.3 461.8
NEW MEXICO 45.1 41.8 10.8 10.1 55.9 51.9 288.9 265.5 41.3 36.8 330.2 302.3
NEW YORK 410.4 357.4 130.0 114.6 540.4 472.0 1,206.7 1,033.8 235.9 198.4 1,442.6 1,232.2

NORTH CAROLINA 51.0 45.8 45.4 40.9 96.4 86.7 261.9 229.6 26.0 22.6 287.9 252.2
NORTH DAKOTA 17.9 16.1 6.2 5.5 24.1 21.6 166.3 150.2 10.5 9.2 176.8 159.4
OHIO 463.2 407.4 48.9 42.6 512.1 450.0 1,130.9 990.9 554.9 491.5 1,685.8 1,482.4
OKLAHOMA 71.3 64.0 68.4 61.5 139.7 125.5 270.2 237.3 17.6 15.2 287.8 252.5

OREGON 85.5 78.8 50.1 46.0 135.6 124.8 402.9 351.3 58.1 52.3 461.0 403.6
PENNSYLVANIA 504.6 446.6 195.1 173.2 699.7 619.8 861.5 757.9 130.8 111.0 992.3 868.9
RHODE ISLAND 32.7 28.3 10.4 8.9 43.1 37.2 85. 1 73.4 53.9 46.7 139.0 120.1
SOUTH CAROLINA 61.4 55.2 9.0 8.1 70.4 63.3 212.0 189.2 31.3 27. 8 243.3 217.0

SOUTH DAKOTA 55.4 50.4 5.7 5.2 61.1 55.6 195.1 175.3 15.1 13.6 210.2 188.9
TENNESSEE 108.0 97.1 93.1 83.4 201.1 180.5 558.8 502.3 121.8 106.1 680.6 608.4
TEXAS 320.0 283.9 1.9 1.7 321.9 285.6 1,128.4 1,000.0 298.8 268.8 1,427.2 1,268.8
UTAH 79.1 74.7 61.0 57.8 140.1 132.5 244.5 229.1 31.9 29.3 276.4 258.4

VERMONT 27.6 24.8 8.1 7.2 35.7 32.0 203.8 181.4 23.4 19.9 227.2 201.3
VIRGINIA 193.7 174.5 108.7 97.9 302.4 272.4 676.7 602.2 124.5 110.6 801.2 712.8
WASHINGTON 83.8 75.9 69.7 63.1 153.5 139.0 470.8 409.2 107.0 94.5 577.8 503.7
WEST VIRGINIA 136.1 122.3 98.9 89.2 235.0 211.5 265.1 237.2 42.6 37.2 307.7 274.4

WISCONSIN 15.6 14.0 24.5 20.9 40.1 34.9 297.1 264.2 62.1 54.4 359.2 318.6
WYOMING 33.5 31.0 10.8 10.0 44.3 41.0 273.3 251.5 12.9 11.6 286.2 263.1
DIST. OF COL.
PUERTO RICO

98.1 76.2 89.0 79.5 187.1 155.7 126.2 111.0 32.0 27.8 158.2 138.8

TOTAL 6» 491.7 5» 741.8 3.196.0 2,848.4 9,687.7 8,590.2 21,077.4 18,618.5 4,653.0 4,056.1 25,730.4 22,674.6
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FEDERAL-AID PRIMARY AND SECONDARY HIGHWAY SYSTEMS

ACTIVE AND COMPLETED PROJECTS FINANCED WITH PRIMARY, SECONDARY AND URBAN FUNDS

AS OF MARCH 31» 1969

/MILLIONS OF DOLLARS/ TABLE III

PROJECTS UNDERWAY OR AUTHORIZED PROJECTS COMPLETED JULY 1, 1956 TO OATE

ENGINEERING ENGINEERING
CONSTRUCTION AND ROW TOTAL CONSTRUCTION AND ROW TO! AL

TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEOERAL TOTAL FEOERAL TOTAL TOTAL FEDERAL TOTAL FEDERAL
STATE COST FUNDS MILES COST FUNDS COST FUNDS COST FUNDS MILES COST FUNDS COST FUNDS

ALABAMA *49.7 Î257 300. ( *19.7 *9. *69.4 *35. *402.9 37.7 18.5 440.6 220.4
ALASKA 44.0 41.3 138.8 30.8 29.2 74.8 70.5 281.9 31.3 29.5 313.2 290.9
ARIZONA 25.2 17.6 94.0 •4 •3 25.6 17.9 209.3 4.5 3.0 213.8 148.3
ARKANSAS 59.8 27.9 367.7 14.1 7.0 73.9 34.9 277.2 140.2 4,897.8 18.4 8.9 295.6 149.1

CALIFORNIA 198.3 106.3 194.4 3.5 2.0 201.8 108.3 1,242.7 3*377.1 7.7 4.5 1,250.4 656.1
COLORADO 21.9 12.5 164.2 13.1 7.5 35.0 20.0 296.1 3*441.4 37.7 20.4 333.8 179.9
CONNECTICUT 35.6 17.9 12.4 .3 .1 35.9 18.0 182.8 245.7 30.5 14.7 213.3 104.1
DELAWARE 13.1 7.1 40.4 3.1 1.6 16.2 8.7 76.1 37.1 468.6 6.3 3.2 82.4 40.3

FLUK1UA -----B97TT 232.8 lUTT 57T 99.9 431.0 3.8 1.8 434.8 201.5
GEORGIA 106.5 54.2 554.6 34.5 17.3 141.0 71.5 423.2 5*365.8 48.9 24.2 472.1 233.4
HAWAII 11.2 5.4 16.9 8.1 4.0 19.3 9.4 60.6 133. 1 16.5 8.1 77.1 37.8
IDAHO 31.5 21.4 238.7 10.5 6.6 42.0 28.0 139.5 88.7 2,173.4 14.0 7.7 153.5 96.4

ILLINOIS 148.7 75.6 424.6 10.1 5.0 158.8 80.6 935.4 44.3 21.9 979.7 501.7
INDIANA 88.5 44.3 144.3 13.3 6.7 101.8 51.0 479.1 69.6 33.0 548.7 279.7
IOWA 67 VO 34.1 1.091.8 1.8 1.1 68.8 35.2 425.2 10*722.9 12.9 6.4 438.1 225.7
KANSAS 64.5 32.6 657.0 5.9 2.9 70.4 35.5 409.6 205.5 12,705.6 33.0 16.5 442.6 222.0

KENTUCKY 5B7S 777T 100.7 20.0 9.9 80.6 39.4 301.4 51.9 25.4 353.3 177.5
LOUISIANA 63.3 32.3 145.3 31.2 15.6 94.5 47.9 343.6 2*752.1 11.0 5.5 354.6 172.4
MAINE 16.2 7.9 61.7 3.2 1.6 19.4 9.5 145.4 19.4 9.1 164.8 81.5
MARYLAND 45.9 21v.9 122.6 8.7 4.3 54.6 26.2 224.0 111.7 1,394.9 4.5 2.2 228.5 113.9

M a s s a c h u s e t t s 52.5 26.9 48.2 42.8 21.4 95.3 48.3 326.2 424.1 47.5 23.7 373.7 183.7
MICHIGAN 94.9 47.6 309.9 46.1 23.0 141.0 70.6 765.0 8*971.8 37.2 17.6 802.2 385.2
MINNESOTA 89.5 41.5 1.094.2 2.7 1.4 92.2 42.9 505.9 21.1 10.7 527.0 268.3
MISSISSIPPI 36.0 17.2 335.6 17.4 8.8 53.4 26.0 317.4 155.9 7^388.8 28.9 14.5 346.3 170.4

M1V5TJUK1 95rru SS7TT 297:i IÔ.Ô 112.9 58.0 481.1 9*658.5 98.8 47.5 579.9 293.0
MONTANA 21.7 12.8 176.7 9.9 5.7 31.6 18.5 275.0 27.0 15.0 302.0 179.9
NEBRASKA 33.7 17.3 417.4 5.0 2.5 38.7 19.8 343.1 7^672.5 31.6 15.6 374.7 191.7
NEVADA / l5*4 15.7 43.6 8.4 7.6 26.8 23.3 106.6 90.8 1,766.3 12.2 10.1 118.8 100.9

NËW HAMPSHIRE ii.7 6.0 19.4 1.5 •6 14.2 6.6 102.6 3.3 1.6 105.9 52.4
NEW JERSEY 103.4 45.6 57.4 104.1 50.3 207.5 95.9 288.1 35.2 17.7 323.3 161.3
NEW MEXICO 23.9 16.6 99.2 3.3 2.1 27.2 18.7 198.5 17.9 10.5 216.4 139.9
NEW YORK 331.2 144.8 230.6 3.9 2.0 335.1 146.8 1,540.5 717.9 3,345.8 23.9 11.4 1,564.4 729.3

NORTH CA RO LIN J 81.8 40.4 170.3 57.9 28.9 139.7 69.3 430.2 63.8 31.6 494.0 246.6
NORTH DAKOTA 12.7 6.4 576.4 .8 .5 13.5 6.9 244.9 13*312.6 13.8 7.0 258.7 131.6
OHIO 194.4 95.0 234.1 3.7 1.9 198.1 96.9 731.2 2*610.4 106.1 52.5 837.3 435.9
OKLAHOMA 60.1 28.7 353.0 8.4 4.1 68.5 32.8 414.4 206.9 6,038.9 14.5 6*9 428.9 213.8

UR L UUN r n r r r rm r 37.1 577 4.2 26.3 16.6 266.3 2*116.5 18.8 10.9 285.1 163.1
PENNSYLVANIA 258.8 126.1 216.7 54.2 27.1 313.0 153.2 794.4 1,981.2 68.5 31.0 862.9 422.0
RHODE ISLAND 16.9 8.3 20.7 6.0 2.9 22.9 11.2 93.9 237.8 30. 0 14.9 123.9 61.4
SOUTH CAROLIN/ 57.6 27.2 763.4 57.6 27.2 253.5 128.1 6,946.3 20.9 10.5 274.4 138.6

SOUTH DAKOTA 18.2 10.4 328.6 1.0 •6 19.2 11.0 257.7 9,177.1 3.5 2.0 261.2 143.9
TENNESSEE 42.6 20.6 274.3 18.1 9.1 60.7 29.7 405.2 7*012.6 50.8 23.8 456.0 227.8
TEXAS 225.6 116.3 936.9 225.6 116.3 1,269.0 18,477.9 4.8 2.6 1,273.8 656.2
UTAH 16.2 12.4 89.7 9.2 7.1 25.4 19.5 142.0 100.8 1,515.8 9.3 6.3 151.3 107.1

VERMONT 8.9 4.5 18.8 2.0 1.0 10.9 5.5 88.5 512.6 12.5 5.7 101.0 49.9
VIRGINIA 64.6 33.1 168.3 7.9 3.9 72.5 37.0 423.0 3*747.9 49.2 23.6 472.2 229.7
WASHINGTON 21.4 11.3 130.4 11.8 6.3 33.2 17.6 351.9 3*767.4 18.6 9.7 370.5 181.7
WEST VIRGINIA 57.4 29.2 44.0 18.5 9.4 75.9 38.6 162.7 81.2 1,100.1 42.1 21.0 204.8 102.2

WISCONSIN 62.5 30.9 384.6 20.6 10.3 83.1 41.2 465.1 6*386.6 54.3 26.8 519.4 258.3
WYOMING 18.1 12.6 145.9 3.5 2.3 21.6 14.9 161.8 2*295.3 6*6 4.3 168.4 110.3
01ST* OF COL. 23.2 14.6 7.2 6.8 3.5 30.0 18.1 91.1 73.5 7.8 3.8 98.9 49.7
PUERTO RICO 21.5 10.6 27.6 1.2 •6 22.7 11.2 144.4 65.5 309.9 27.2 11.0 171.6 76.5

TOTAL 3.435.8 1.751.0 13.159.9 744.4 397.0 4,180.2 2,148.0 19,728.0 10,228.5 230,130.9 1,511.3 765.9 21,239.3 10,994.4
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STATUS OF THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

(Thousands of Dollars)

TABLE IV

Balance at beginning of period ..............
Income:
Tax revenue:'
Motor fuel taxes (net after refunds) . . .

Less motorboat fuel revenue 1 / « • • • •
Net for highways ....................

Trucks, buses, and trailers ............
Tires, tubes and tread rubber ..........
Vehicle u s e .......... ..................
Parts and accessories, trucks and buses. .
Lubricating oil (net after refunds) . • •

Total excise revenues
Interest earned . . ......................

Total Income ..........................
Disbursements:
For highways............................ *
Interest on advances from General Fund • • •
Total Disbursements ....................

Balance at end of period ....................

THREE MONTHS FISCAL YEAR
ENDED 7 1 68 TO

MARCH 31, 1969 3 31 69

$ 777,770 $ 981,572

822,0̂ 0
_ 1*500
820,5tö
160,216
150,822
17,083
25,059
12,279

1,185,999
___.3,966
1,109,905

756,302

75*7302

1,221,^53

2,518,055
25,800

2,593,255
395,520
526,135
98,715
71,165
68»819

3,552,606
25,975

3,578,580

3.338.699
3.338.699

1,221,553

1/ Transferred to the Land and Water Conservation Fund pursuant to Title II
Sec. 202, Public Law 88 578, effective January 1, 1965.

The Federal share of the Federal aid highway program is wholly financed by
highway users on a pay as you build basis. The Highway Revenue Act of 1956 (as 
since amended) levied or increased certain Federal excise taxes on motor fuel and
automotive products, and earmarked their revenue specifically to a Highway Trust
Fund, which is the source of money for Federal highway aid to the States both
for the Interstate and the primary secondary urban programs. The taxes earmarked
to the Trust Fund and their rates (until October 1, 1972) are:

Motor fuel: k cents per gallon.
New trucks, buses, and trailers: 10 percent on the manufacturer's whole

sale price.
Highway vehicle tires and tubes: 10 cents per pound.
Other tires, and tread rubber: 5 cents per pound.
Heavy vehicle use: $3.00 per 1,000 pounds annually on the total gross
weight of vehicles rated at more than 26,000 pounds gross weight.

Parts and accessories: 8 percent on the manufacturer's wholesale price
of truck and bus parts and accessories.

Lubricating oil: 6 cents per gallon, if used for highway purposes.

- -
- -

- - -

- -

-

-

-

­



  
  

  

  

   

  
  

           

           

           

           

            
             
            

        

           
          

            
      

           
          

       
          

            
            

              
             

        
            

             
         

     
      

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

FE D E R A L H IGHW AY AD M IN ISTR ATIO N
W A S H IN G TO N , D.C. 20591

FHWA 320
Phone (202) 962 8J+II

F or R elease Sunday,
May 11 , 1969

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe announced today that since passage

o f th e A pp alach ian R eg io n al Development A ct in 1965, $671 m ill io n in

F e d e ra l and S ta te funds was o b lig a te d through March 31* 1969 f o r d e v e lo p

ment highways and lo c a l a c ce s s ro a d s . The F e d e ra l share was $381 m ill io n .

As o f th e end o f March, j6Q m ile s were com pleted o r under c o n s tru c tio n ,
an in c re a s e o f 35 m iles s in c e th e December 31* 1968 q u a r te r ly r e p o r t . Of
th e t o t a l , 2_3̂ m ile s were com pleted and 53̂ m iles were under c o n s tru c tio n .
E n g in eerin g and r ig h t o f w a y a c q u is i t io n were underway on 1,2 9 6 m ile s .

The s ta tu s o f developm ent and th e funds o b lig a te d f o r th e A ppalachian
highway program, com piled by th e F e d e ra l Highway A d m in is tra tio n 's Bureau o f
P u b lic Roads, a re g iv e n in T able 1 f o r A pp alach ian development highways and
in Table 2 f o r lo c a l a c ce s s ro a d s.

As shown in T able 1 , ibG m ile s o f th e 2,557 m iles o f development h ig h
ways b e in g co n sid ered f o r improvement were com pleted and 396 m iles were
under c o n s tr u c tio n . P re lim in a ry e n g in e e rin g and r ig h t o f w a y a c q u is it io n
were underway o r com pleted on 1 ,1 5 5 m ile s , c e n te r l in e lo c a t io n s were
approved on 152 m ile s , and ro u te lo c a t io n s tu d ie s were underway o r completed
on 62k m ile s . Work has not y e t been s ta r te d on th e rem aining Qb m ile s .

T able 2 shows th a t o f th e +̂52 m ile s o f l o c a l a c ce s s roads approved as
o f March 31* 88 m iles were com pleted, and 138 m iles were under c o n s tru c tio n .
P re lim in a ry e n g in e e rin g and r ig h t o f w a y a c q u is it io n were underway or com
p le te d on l b l m ile s , c e n te r l in e lo c a t io n s were approved on 21 m ile s , and
ro u te lo c a t io n s tu d ie s were underway o r com pleted on k m ile s . No work was
s ta r te d on th e rem aining 60 m ile s o f approved a cce ss ro ad s.

QUARTERLY REPORT ON THE APPALACHIAN
HIGHWAY PROGRAM AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

(more)
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The Appalachian Regional Development Act authorized $8̂ 4 0 million in
Federal funds for a six year period for the construction of 2,350 miles
of development highways and 1,000 miles of local access roads. States
initially included in the program were: Alabama, Georgia, .Kentucky,
Maryland, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

The Act as amended on October 11, 1967 authorized an additional $175
million in Federal funds for the construction of 350 more miles of develop
ment highways and 600 more miles of local access roads, and Mississippi
became eligible for Appalachian funds.

This work is being done by the Appalachian States through the
Appalachian Regional Commission and in cooperation with the Bureau of
Public Roads. The Commission consists of Governors of the 13 States and
a Federal Co chairman appointed by the President. Its primary purpose is
to conduct a coordinated attack on the region's most severe economic
problems, one of which has long been transportation. The Appalachian
development highway system has been designed to furnish improved access
throughout Appalachia to open it up more fully to trade and commerce.

The traditional partnership arrangement between the Bureau of Public
Roads and the State highway departments, under which all Federal aid high
way programs are carried out, is also, employed in the Appalachian highway
program. The highways are designed in accordance with standards developed
by the various States through the American Association of State Highway

• Officials, and approved by the Bureau of Public Roads.
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APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM MILEAGE

AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

TABLE 1

FUNDS f
OBLIGATED

UNDER
APPALACHIAN

PROGRAM

TOTAL FEDERAL
COST FUNDS

$ 17,837,000 $ 9,631,500
111,089,913 74,038,651

21,679,7^3 12,122,996

105,479,229 47,088,000

37,739,501 21,392,579
40,832,195 23,852,940
86,396,068 43,210,311

47,915,619 29,700,502
60,091,194 36,571,947

106,223,489 60,798,624

635,283,951 358,408,050

STATE
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT
COMPLETED

WORK IN PROGRESS
ROUTE

LOCATION
WORK
NOT

STARTED

CORRIDOR
MILEAGE

BEING CON
SIDERED FOR
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT

1 /

TOTAL
APPALACHIAN

CORRIDOR
MILEAGE

UNDER
CON

STRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT
OF WAY

CENTER
LINE

LOCATION
APPROVED

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES
UNDERWAY

OR
COMPLETED

TOTAL
UNDERWAY

Alabama • • _ m m .
Georgia 14.2 15.4 56.8 86.4 • 86.4 8 9.O
Kentucky 40.2 80.0 235.6 6.2 55.7 377 5 417 7 581.0

Maryland 6.4 3 6 37 6 3 .0 44.2 27.5 78.1 8 2 .2
Mississippi .
New York 49.4 150.6 18.1 218.1 12.4 230.5 260.0

North Carolina 14.2 36.5 101.2 8 .9 26.3 172.9 11.0 1 9 8 .1 199.4
Ohio 49.7 121.5 6 .5 22.1 199.8 2.3 202.1 295.1Pennsylvania 9 .8 48.1 170.1 203.8 422.0 431.8 489.9
South Carolina .

Tennessee 12.5 43.3 1 0 6 .9 5 4 .2 72.6 277.0 30.6 320.1 332.9Virginia 54.1 27 9 15.1 81.3 1 2 4 .3 178.4 203.4
West Virginia 9 1 43.0 201.5 1 6 .0 14U.1 4o4.6 413 7 423.6

Total 146.3 395 7 1,155.5 1 5 1 .6 624.0 2,326.8 83.8 2,556.9 2,956.5
Percent of Total

Under Consideration 6 16 45 6 24 91 3 100

1/ From which not to exceed 2,700 miles is to be designated for construction under the Appalachian program.
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APPALACHIAN HIGHWAY PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT STATUS OF LOCAL ACCESS ROAD MILEAGE

AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

TABLE 2
WORK IN PROGRESS FUNDS

STATE
APPALACHIAN
IMPROVEMENT
COMPLETED

UNDER
CON

STRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND RIGHT

CENTER
LINE

LOCATION

ROUTE
LOCATION
STUDIES
UNDERWAY

TOTAL
UNDERWAY

ROUTE
LOCATION
WORK
NOT

TOTAL
MILEAGE

OBLIGATED
UNDER

APPALACHIAN
PROGRAM

OF WAY APPROVED OR
COMPLETED

STARTED TOTAL
COST

FEDERAL
FUNDS

Alabama
Georgia
Kentucky

Maryland
Mississippi
New York

North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsylvania

South Carolina
Tennessee
Virginia

West Virginia

62.1+
2.0
0.1+

0.2
6.1+
3 .5

1 .3

12.0

52.2

1.7

2.5

1.9

7.0
3.2

39 **
21.5
8.3

0.2

39 8
9.0

25.9

12.6
12.3
2.6

20.9
15.3

2.3

7 3
0.9

0.1+

3.5

9.0

2.1+

0.6

0 9

101.7
9 9
27.6

2.9

1.9

13 .2
19.3
10.2

60.3
1+5.8
8.3

2.5

25.5

17.7

0.8
9.9

6.1+

I89.6
11.9
28.0

2 9
17.7
1 9

13.U
26.5
23.6

66.7
1+5.8
9 6

11+.5

$ ll+,207,736
218,550

1,095,802

858,930
1,126,050
525,000

1*63,1*55
2,211+,209
2,301,160

7,396,790
3,502,361+
91+7,1+81+

63^,301+

$ 9,236,61*1+
151,605
653,920.

378,500
788,233
238,71*8

32l+,101
97^,131

1,511*,861

5,177,151
2,1*51,652
61+!*,008

373,51*8
Total 88.2 137.9 lllO.7 21.1 3.9 303.6 60.3 1+52.1 35,1+91,831* 22,907,102

Percent of
Total Mileage 20 30 31 5 1 67 13 100
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APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT
HIGHWAY SYSTEM

STATUS OF IMPROVEMENT AS OF MARCH 31, 1969

STATE

TOTAL
DESIGNATE)

SYSTEM
MILEAGE

OPEN TO TRAFFIC

ADEQUATE
SEGMENTS*

NO APPALACHIA
FUNDS EXPENDED

INADEQUATE
SEGMENTS

IMPROVED WITH
APPALACHIA FUNDS

TOTAL

8 9 .0 2 .6 2 6
X B RDCn 5 81 .0 1 63 3 * 0 2 ® 3 5

MARYLAND 8 2 2 *.l 6 * 1 0 .5
HEW YORK 260 0 8 9 .5 * 2 9 5

■ORTH CAROLINA 1 9 9 * 1 3 I k 2 1 5 5
OHIO 8 95 1 9 3 0 * 9 3 0

PENNSYLVANIA *8 9 9 5 8 .1 9 8 e r . 9
TENNESSEE 3 3 8 9 1 2 .6 1 2 5 2 5 .3

VIRGINIA 203.1» 25*0 5*».l 7 9 1
WEST VIRGINIA * 2 3 .6 9 .9 9 1

TOTAL a 9 5 6 5 3 9 9 6 1*6.3 5 *5 9

STATE

WORK IN PROCRESS
0

LOCATION
WORK

UNDERTAKENUNDER
CONSTRUCTION

ENGINEERING
AND

RIGHT OF WAY

ROOTS LOCATION
STUDIES UNDERWAY

OR COMPLETED

TOTAL
UNDERWAY

GEORGIA l * . 2 72*2 . 8 6 .*
KENTUCKY 80.0 2 * 1.8 55.7 3 77.5 *

MARYLAND 3 .6 *0.6 * * .2 27.5
NEW YORK k9 .h 150 .6 1 8 .1 2 18 .1 1 2 .*

■ORTH CAROLINA 36.5 110.1 26.3 17 2 .9 11.0
OHIO *9 .7 128.0 22.1 199.8 2 .3

PENNSYLVANIA U8 . I 1 7 0 .1 203.8 * 22.0
TENNESSEE * 3.3 1 6 1 .1 7 2 .6 277.0 30.6

VIRGINIA 27.9 15.1 81.3 12 * . 3 .
WEST VIRGINIA *3 .0 217.5 l * * . l Uo* .6

TOTAL 395.7 1* 037.1 62*.0 2,326 .8 83.8

APPALACHIAN IMPROVEMENT COMPLETED
Mplished «Mb Appalachian and

APPALACHIAN IMPROVEMENT NOT CONTEMP1ATED
Approved corridor roefte bat ao improvement a ill be 
accoaipliahed #ith Appbffcg» and Sate matching foods.

LOCAL ACCESS RQAD6
Index needier aed !«•»*< of approved Appalachian local 
accerr rood.

INTERSTATE HIGHWAY
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

(202); 962-81+11

FHWA 32U

FOR WEDNESDAY RELEASE
May, 21, 1969

REGULATIONS ISSUED FOR AUTO
CONSUMER SAFETY INFORMATION

The Federal Highway Administration today announced amendments to 

regulations requiring automobile manufacturers to provide consumers with

specific safety performance information about new cars.

Federal Highway Administrator F. C. Turner said the amendments are 
intended to give consumers more meaningful, easily understood, and
technically sound information on which to compare various makes and models
of cars. He said the need for simplicity and clarity in the required safety
information has been emphasized by consumer interests and manufacturers alike.

Affected are regulations issued earlier this year requiring auto makers
to provide information on vehicle stopping distances, tire reserve loads,
and acceleration and passing ability. The effective date for the regulations
has been changed from October 1, 1969 to January 1, 1970, in order to allow
adequate time for manufacturers to prepare the required information*

The amendments modify the original requirement restricting the grouping
of vehicles for purposes of providing information. In order to avoid requiring
a multiplicity of different information documents, the amendments permit
manufacturers to group vehicles at their discretion, so long as each vehicle
in the group can meet or exceed the performance levels indicated, and the
vehicles in each group are identified in the terms by which they are normally
described to the public. Thus, under the changes, auto makers must provide
minimum safety performance information met or exceeded by any vehicle to which
they apply. The amended regulations also apply to manufacturers with annual
production of £00 or fewer vehicles, previously exempted from certain consumer
information requirements.

The regulations continue to require information on stopping distances
at 60 mpii, but the requirement concerning stopping distances at 30 mph has
been eliminated because the comparative stopping distances of different
vehicles at the lower speed is not considered meaningful.

(more)
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The information required on acceleration and passing ability will now
be permitted to be displayed in a simplified chart showing passing distances
and times for a simple, straight line, passing maneuver at both low and
high.speeds.

Under the amended tire reserve load requirements, manufacturers must
provide information as to the difference between the load imposed on a
tire at maximum loaded vehicle weight, and the tire load rating set forth
in Federal safety tire standards.
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A/*Tes o*

DEPARTMENT
TRANSPORTATION NEWS

FE D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

Phone;
FHWA 325
(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY
May 25, 1969

AUTO REGISTRATIONS INCREASED 4.1
PERCENT IN 1968, REPORT SHOWS

Motor vehicle registration topped the 100 million mark in 1968, Secretary

of Transportation John A. Volpe reported today. The 1968 totals, released

today by the Federal Highway Administration s Bureau of Public Roads, show

101,048,450 motor vehicles, a gain of 4,117,501 over 1967. This is the third

highest one year increase and is exceeded only by the 4,472,000 increase in

1950 and the 4,184,000 increase in 1955.

.The 1968 registration total of 101,048,450 includes 83,698,100 automobiles,
351,804 buses and 16,998,546 trucks. The percentage increases over 1967 are
4.1 for automobiles, 4.1 for buses and 5.1 for trucks.

The bus data are estimates of the numbers in operation, rather than
registration to eliminate duplications resulting from buses registered in
more than one state.

California registered 11.1 million motor vehicles in 1968, followed
by New York with 6.3 million and Texas with 6.2 million. Pennsylvania
registered 5.6 million, Ohio 5.4 million, Illinois 5.0 million and Michigan
registered 4.3 million motor vehicles. There were an additional 25 states with
more than a million motor vehicles registered.

These figures do not include motorcycles or trailers. Most of the
states combine motorcycles, motor scooters, and motorized bicycles into one
group, and the 1968 total of such registrations was 2,100,912. The State
laws governing trailer registrations vary greatly. The Bureau of Public
Roads says that there were 7,844,481 trailers registered, but that because of
the laws exempting some kinds of trailers, it considers the total to be of limited
significance.

All fctates except New Hampshire were able to supply motor vehicle
registration data. The figures given for New Hampshire are estimates made
by the Bureau of Public Roads.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Bureau of Public Roads

STATE MOTOR-VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS 19681

Compiled for the calendar year from
reports of State authorities 2/

TABLE MV 1
MAT 1969

STATE

MOTOR VEHICLES MOTORCYCLES

AUTOMOBILES BUSES TRUCKS ALL MOTOR VEHICLES COMPARISON OF TOTAL MOTOR VEHICLE
REGISTRATIONS, I967 I968

PRIVATE
AND

COMMERCIAL

PUBLICLY
OWNED1/PRIVATE AND

COMMERCIAL
(INCLUDING
TAXICABS)

PUBLICLY
OWNED3/ TOTAL

PRIVATE
AND

COMMERCIAL¿/ FUBLICLY
OWNED
H

TOTAL
PRIVATE
AND

COMMERCIAL
2/

PUBLICLY
OWNED3/ TOTAL

PRIVATE
AND

COMMERCIAL

PUBLICLY
OWNED3/ TOTAL

TOTALI967
REGISTRA
TIONS

INCREASE
OR

DECREASE1968 PER
CENTAGE
CHANGE

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas

11*110,38587,1*21717 376711», 253
5,1*801 2666,1*61*l 7 l*9

1,1*1*5,86588 687723,81*0716 002
2 2551*23501696

5,801*181 5923,61*1
8 0591*1*12 093i* 337

336^6,7631 072205 67!»296 019
15 5113 12911 9916 201

352 18731*, 201217 665302 220
1 779 316118 916923 5511 010 968

26 7954 41320,01*711 591
1 806 111123 329943 5981 022 559

1 735 179110 382889 615982 936
70 93212 94753 98339 623

4 16/ 11 76 14 0
26 8396 21625 22016 025

4542to25
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

9 256 1*92986 9811 1*39>998 237 177
58,001*7 2136 2532 092

9,311*,1*96991* 191*11*1*6251239 269
12 1132 3055 132921

8,11*1«1 0971*1275
20 2573,1*025,51*1*996

1 693 75!*286 907163 101to  71*5
91*, 96015 10511 2902 108

1 788 711*302 01217>*3911*2,853
10 962 3591 276 1931 608 231278,81*3

161 10823,1*1517 955**275
11,123 1*671 299 6081 626 186283 118

10,81*951**1 21*1,8701 5M * 761267 660
273 95357 73881 42515 458

2 54 65 35 8
395 22828 36523 2863 631

6 17418321430
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho

3 153 1*981 867 071*312,21*1319 290
13,61*83 8703,01*82 692

3 167 11*6187091*1*315 289321 982
2 5692 329682611

1*,7095 8751*81 379
7 2788,201«7301 990

1*21,1761*29,12235,511*138 363
32 38716,01*73,1*1*0 8 595

1*53,5631*1*5,16938,951*11*6,958
3 577 21*32 298 52531*8,1*371*58,261*

50 7M* 25 7926 53612 666
3 627 9872 321* 31735l*,9731*70,930

3 392 6612 161* 367336 U98 1*51* 572
235 326159 95018 47516 358

6 97 45 53 6
63 42632 9919 54722 541

1 2533389986
Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas

** 339 7702 197 781*1 328 9761 072 031*
18,1*906 6786,31*1
6,20k

U 358 2602 20l* l*621 335 3171 078 238
10 8126 7591 1671 238

6 7753,1*51*5 2732301*
17 58710 2136 Mio3,51*2

581», 196508 55931*3,9971*03,809
30 03015 97217,1*6711«, 960

6ll* 22652l*,531361,1*61*1*18,769
l* 93l* 7782 713 1021 671* ito1 1*77,081

55 29526,101*29 08123,1*68
■*,990,0732 739 2061 703 2211 500 51*9

■*818,2592 631 9M *1 651 51*911*1*0595
171 814107 26251 67259 954

3 64 13 14 2
90 47664 54341 82433 593

621308158743
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

1 327 11*91 311 151*383 98711*85,1*60
3 7026 870161*65 969

1 330 8511 318 021*385 63311*91,1*29
2 2066 7857985,981*

1*,6152 1768161 538
6 8218 961l 6 ll*7 522

3to 58lt323 58589,11*1*193 6U1
12 39011 0023 87911 25U

352,971*33l* 58793 02320!*  895
1 669 939161*1,521*1*73,9291 685 085

20 70720,01*8631*118 761
1 690 61*61 661 5721*80,2701 703 81*6

1 632 3801 633 8021*52,0831 611 986
58 26627 77028 18791 860

3 61 76 25 7
27 26024 9776 35723 400

1291631770
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

2 091*  1*933 711*  7101 672 211*789,061*
9 90319 629651*11,1*76

2 101* 3963 731* 3391 678 755790,51*0
6,1*1*7 5,1*15l* 36o21*36

1387 5726 2905 352
6 58512 98710 6507 788

20l*,9l*5531 867379,81*6252 653
20,561*37,77U16 38810 311

225 509569,61*1396,231*262961*
2 305 8854 251 9922 056 1*201 oM*153

30 60561*, 97529 21917 139
2 336 1*90■*316,9672 085 6391 061 292

2 223 1*721*, 133,1*281 996 9251 012 166
113 018183 53988 71449 126

5 14 44 44 9
30 917105 44660 51612 175 1 04431611

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

1 852 950302,121*659 863225 817
5,31*31,81*01*,2582 775

1 858 293303,961*66U  121228 592
3 9021 0318Ô2193

>«,1*91*6532 0321*61
8 3961681*2911*651*

1*65,585150 107233 09566,31*2
13 1157 5898 9936761*

1*78,700157 69621*2,08873 106
2 322 1*371*53,262893 8to292 352

22 95210 08215 28310 000
2 31*5,3891163,3m *909 123302 352

2 211 1871*51,337887 809286 637
134 20212 00721 31415 715

6 12 72 45 5
38 03616 96519 02913 113

456784149
New Hampshire 7/
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

302 0002 968 7331*29,8905 616 137
2 066I**  765It  76731 368

30I*  0662 983 1*981*31*, 6575 61*7,505
8l>*7 651221*915 602

11*61 92230712 589
9609 5732 55628 191

52 000305 87311*3,81*5580 809
6 1683** 57981*3153 602

58,1683to l*52152 2766 3 l* l*ll
354 8143 282 257575,981*6 212 51*8

8 38051 26613 50597 559
363191*3 333 523589,1*896 310 107

3118,7173 200 I*5U571 2396 060 1*91
14 477133 06918 250249 616

4 24 23 24 1
7,1*0038 50214 93974 949 88275683

North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

2 020 195263 6361**830,9661 150 813
16,1*361,7*1811*, 2521*157

2 036 631265,381*U 81*5,2181 151* 970
61*295646 2851371*

12 51^1 27111 2054 638
18,91*31 83517,1*906 012

1*76,11*5 11*1,1*70 551 5361*31*, 388
1*1,2305 13527 71915 017

517 37511*6,605579 2551*1*9,1*05
2 502 7691*05,6705 388 7871 586 575

70 1808151*53 17623 812
2 572 91*91*13,821*51*1*1,9631 610 387

21*23,21*11*04,8865 305 3911 51*1,907
149 7088 938136 57268 480

6 22 22 64 4
32 4489 373122 83734 598

38548556119
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina

1 000 2191*, 82831*6399 9571 015 1*25
8 25617 5902 0771*,950

1 008 1*75■*,81*5,936l*02,03U1 020 375
11*3715,11*172711*97

3 2922 527716 059
*t  72917 6687987 556

211* 29661*5,1*111*6,756210 773
li t 86837 8042,71*811 298

229161*683 2151*9,501*222 071
1 215 9525,1*88,8981*1*71*1*01 227 695

26,1*1657 9211*89622 307
1 21*2,3685 51*6,8191*52,3361 250 002

1 190 0065 335 2371*31*, 3621 180 392
52 362211 58217 97469 610

4 44 04 15 9
36 760113 6126 45512 342

310662257116
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah

283 1611 537 2331* 772 7811*1*5,369
11*856651*19 5922 773

281* 61*61 51*3,8871*. 792 3731*1*8,11*2
3862 093**167307

1 2004 40510 512951
1 5866,1*9811*,6791 258

117 570338 6161 313 079113 992
7 20517 77359 5527,91*1*

121*, 775356 3891 372 631121 936
1*01,1171 877 91*26 090 027559 668

9 89028 83289 65611 668
1*11,0071 906 771*6 179 683571 336

1*06,9611 869 9185 893 5828/ 51*7,658
4 o4636 856286 10123 678

1.02 04 94 3
9 55529 82492 56816 555

28
lUl1 22796

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia

170 2331 710 6791 51*8,112637361*
1111*13 72110 7523 758

171,31*71 72U  1*001 558 861*61*1,122
3672 2153,1*05652

27I6 6 1 65 1202 010
6388 8318 5252 662

32 368297211*399>!*6315l* 399
2251*17 11220,521*6 677

3**,62231**3261*19,987161 076
202 9682 010 1081 950 980792,1*15

3 63937,1*1*936 39612,1*1*5
206 6072 01*7,5571 987 37660U,860

194 1201 932 1*781 851 761765 347
12 487115 079135 61539 513

6 46 07 35 2
5 29124 84646 63720 210 24249060

Wisconsin
Wyoming
Dist. of Col.

1 685 07811*5,1*71229 797 8 2631,251*2/ 5 528 1 693 31*111*6,725235 325 7 1317881 780 2 799
60227 9 9301 3901 807 297321*73 65317 032 26 5263 8333,21*1 323 85077,1*8620 273 1 989 533219 91221*8,609 37 5885 6898 796 2 027 121225 601257,1*05 1 954 112226 403246 712 73 00980210 693 3 70 44 3 59,6556 8172 679 43626258

Total 83 281 330 1*16,770 83 698 100 17U.013 177 791 351,801* 16 108 090 8901*56 16,998 51*6 99,563 1*33 1 1*85 017 10101*81*50 96 930 949 4 117 501 4 2 2 080 794 20 118
1/ For additional details of publicly owned vehicles and of trucks, buses, and trailers registered,

tables MV 7, 9* 10, 11, respectively.
• 5/ Data reported by the States were supplemented in some instances by information from other sources in

order /to present registrations as uniformly as possible. Where the registration year is not more than one month
rembvtffl from the calendar year, registration year data are given. Where the registration year is more than one
month removed, registrations are given for the calendar year.

3/. .Includes Federal, State, cotrnty, and municipal vehicles. Vehicles owned by the military services are
not included.

2 J numbers of private and commercial buses given here are estimates by the Bureau of Public Roads of
the numbers in operation, rather than the registration counts of the States.

5/ The following farm trucks, registered at a nominal fee and restricted to use in the vicinity of the
owner s farm, are not included in this table: Connecticut, 5,104; New Jersey, 8,790; New York, Ik ,Oil; and
Rhode Island, 1,638.

6/ Large increase due to inclusion in 1968 of private vehicles at military posts not included in prior
years.

7/ All States except New Hampshire were able to supply motor vehicle registration data. The figures for
New Hampshire are estimates made by the Bureau of Public Roads.

8/ Additional information required the revision of the 1967 data for Utah.
2/ Includes 3,279 automobiles of the Diplomatic Corps.
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
W A S H IN G T O N , D.C. 20591 FHNA 326

Phone (202) 962-8411

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY, REST AREAS INCREASINGJOTS hi 1969 ALONG NATION'S ROADS

The number of planned rest areas where weary motorists can take a

driving break is continuing to grow along the Federal-aid highway system,

Secretary of Transportation John A. Volpe said today.
Since the enactment of the Highway Beautification Act of 1965* he

said, construction of 1,200 areas has been approved by the Federal High

way Administration's Bureau of Public Roads. Over 200 new ones were
opened last year, and 155 of them were on the Interstate Highway System.

At present there are 975 rest areas available for use by the traveling

public on the Interstate System.
Federal Highway Administrator F. C. Turner said a recently completed

inventory disclosed there were over 7*000 rest areas in the country on
the Federal-aid system. Only those with parking provision for three or
more vehicles were included in the tally. About 550 were in urban areas
and the remainder in rural areas. Sanitary facilities were found in 2,600,
drinking water in 2,300, cooking facilities in 4,200, and tourist informa
tion in 1,300.

Ralph R. Bartelsmeyer, Director of the Bureau of Public Roads, said
the widespread usage of the rest areas indicates their popularity with the
driving public. He cited one in Montana that was built by the State High
way Commission in coordination with the U.S. Forest Service, combining a
rest area with a campground in the Lolo National Forest. More than 30*000
visitors used the facility last summer.

It is located on Interstate 90 about 7 miles southeast of Superior
and 50 miles from Missoula in the scenic Clark Fork River valley. Safety
rest areas and camp sites are located on each side of the highway, and are
connected by a vehicular underpass. Complete comfort facilities, including
water, heat, electricity, and a sewage system are available.

(more)
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The Interstate highway and the two rest areas, all within the right
of way, were built with State and Bureau of Public Roads funds. The road
ways outside the Interstate rightrof way, the campground and the camping
sites were Forest Service developments. With the approval of the Montana
Fish and Game Department, access to fishing in the Clark Fork River was
provided for visitors.

"The coordinated dual rest areas and camp sites are an excellent
illustration of how governmental agencies can work together to provide
facilities for rest, relaxation and recreation," said Mr. Bartelsmeyer.
"By cooperating in the planning, design and construction stages the
agencies have succeeded in furnishing a multiple use roadside site that
contributes to a more enjoyable and safer journey."

Rest areas, Mr. Bartelsmeyer said, play an important role in highway
safety by giving the tired motorist an opportunity to take a respite from
high speed freeway driving. In a rest area, he is safe from a mishap
which might occur if he were to pull over and park on a highway shoulder.

The Federal Highway Administration has urged the States to give
continuing emphasis to their rest area programs.

(more)
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A State by State breakdown of rest areas now in use follows:

Alabama 171
Alaska 21
Arizona 182
Arkansas 97
California 95
Colorado ^6
Connecticut 75
Delaware 12
Florida 296
Georgia 2ol
Idaho 6̂
Illinois 179
Indiana H3
Iowa 230
Kansas 150
Kentucky 125
Louisiana 8 +̂
Maine 1^2
Maryland 64
Massachusetts 2l8
Michigan 243
Minnesota 220
Mississippi 117
Missouri 103
Montana 86
Nebraska ^0
Nevada ^5
New Hampshire 225
New Jersey 29
New Mexico 86
New York 272
North Carolina ^2
North Dakota ^9
Ohio 272
Oklahoma 170
Oregon 76
Pennsylvania 89
Rhode Island 32
South Carolina 151
South Dakota 86
Tennessee 386
Texas 1>017
Utah 21
Vermont 60
Virginia 1^5
Washington 3̂ +
West Virginia 112
Wisconsin 282
Wyoming 97
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591
FHWA 327

(202) 962 8411
FOR RELEASE JUNE 6, 1969 DOT ISSUES REGULATIONS ON

TIRES FOR COMMERICAL VEHICLES

Regulations concerning tires which may be used on commercial

vehicles were issued today by the Department of Transportation's

Federal Highway Administrator, Francis C. Turner.

The regulations, which become a part of the Motor Carrier
Safety Regulations, were developed by the FHWA's Bureau of
Motor Carrier Safety, and will appear in the Federal Register of
Saturday, June 7, 1969.

The regulations require that any tire used on the front wheels
of a bus, truck, or truck tractor must have a tread depth of at
least 1/8 inch. Tread depth on tires other than front tires must
be at least 1/16 inch.

Mr. Turner said that in studying the comments received on a
Notice of Proposed Rule Making published June 12, 1968, he has
concluded that tire tread groove depth is a major factor in insuring
effective traction on wet surfaces, and that it is in the interest of
public safety to require minimum tread depths on commercial
vehicles.

##########
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration

[49 CFR Part 393]

[D ocket No. M C 5; N otice 6 9 11]

TIRES

The Federal Highway Administrator published in the Federal

R egister of June 1 2 , 19 68 , (33 F . R . 8604) a N otice of Proposed

Rulemaking proposing amendment to Sectio n 3 9 3 . 7 5 Tires (formerly

2 9 3 . 7 5 ) , of the Motor Carrier Safety R egulations, and inviting re

sp o n ses from in terested persons desiring to p articip ate in the ru le

making procedure. Responses from 257 persons have been rece iv ed ,

ev alu ated , and given full con sid eration .

After studying a ll the comments and te s t d ata , it is concluded

that tire tread groove depth is a major factor in insuring effec tiv e

traction on wet su rfaces and that it is in the in terest of the public

sa fe ty to require a minimum tread pattern groove depth for tires used

on the w heels of com m ercial v e h ic le s .

A number of comments submitted by truckers and retreaders

argued that the proposed prohibition on the u se of recapped and

retreaded tires on front w heels should be d eleted . These parties
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assert that (1) as a matter of industry practice recapped or retreaded

tires are generally not used on the front wheels of commercial vehicles;

and (2) in those instances where it is the practice to use recapped or 

retreaded tires on the front wheels the proposed prohibition would in

crease operating costs. The position of these parties is that the pro

posal is both unnecessary and unfair because, in most instances, in

dustry voluntarily does not use recapped or retreaded tires on front

wheels but those truck operators that do so would suffer an economic

hardship.

The argument is also made that there is no support for the position

that retreaded and recapped tires are unsafe when used on the front

wheels of trucks.

It is indeed difficult to categorically state and fully support the

proposition that the use of such tires on the front wheels is unsafe. On

the other hand, the fact that it is the general practice not to use such

tires on front wheels of trucks is certainly a strong indication that they

are less safe than new tires when used in that position. The prohibition

has not been included in this regulation, however, the matter is considered

of great importance and is still under serious consideration and investigation.
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A large number of persons involved in the retreading industry

requested that regrooved tires and retreaded tires be controlled by

sep arate reg u la tio n s. The fa ct that the prohibition of the use of re

grooved , recapped or retreaded tires on the front w heels of buses is

contained within the same se ctio n of the regulation does not ind icate

a lack of understanding of the su b stan tia l d ifferences among th ese

p r o c e s s e s .

Sectio n 3 9 3 .7 5 (e ) of the proposed regulations sp elled out sp e

c if ic requirem ents for regrooved tires used on the w heels of com m ercial

v e h ic le s . Because the Federal Highway Administration has issu ed regu

lation s setting forth the conditions under which regroovable and regrooved

tires may be sold/ offered for s a le , or introduced for sa le or delivered

for introduction into in tersta te commerce/ 49 C .F .R . 369 (34 F .R . 1149)/

and the requirem ents of Section 3 9 3 . 7 5 of th is regulation as amended

herein apply to a ll tires used on the w heels of com m ercial v e h ic le s / in

cluding regrooved tir e s , it was considered u nnecessary to provide a sep

arate su b sectio n setting forth requirem ents for regrooved tires within the

Motor Carrier Safety R egulations. The regulations issu ed as Part 369

e s ta b lish criteria under which tires may be regrooved; they are not incon

s is te n t , or in c o n flic t , with the regulations issu ed herein .

In viêw of the above. Section 3 9 3 . 7 5 of the Motor Carrier Safety

Regulations' (49 C . F . R . 393) is amended as se t forth below , effectiv e

July 1, 1969. This amendment is made under the authority of Section
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204 of the In terstate Commerce A ct, as amended (49 U .S .C . 30 4 ),

Sectio n 6 , of the Department of Transportation Act (49 U .S .C . 1655),

and the delegation of authority contained in § 1 .4 (c ) of Part I of the

regulations o f the O ffice of the Secretary (49 C .F .R . 1 .4 (c ) ) .

Sectio n 3 9 3 ,7 5 Tires

(a) No motor v eh icle sh all be operated on any tire that

has fabric exposed through the tread or sid ew all.

(b) Any tire on the front w heels of a b u s , truck, or truck

tractor sh all have a tread groove pattern depth of

a t le a s t 4 /3 2 of an inch when measured at any point

on a major tread groove. The measurements sh all not

be made where tie b a rs , humps or fille ts are lo cated .

(c) Except as provided in paragraph (b) of th is se c tio n ,

tires sh all have a tread groove pattern depth of at

le a s t 2 /3 2 of an inch when measured in a major tread

groove. The measurement sh all not be made where tie

b a rs , humps or fille ts are lo ca ted .

(d) No bus sh all be operated with regrooved, recapped or

retreaded tires on the front w h e e ls .

(e) No truck or truck tractor sh all be operated with regrooved

tires on the front w heels which have a load carrying cap acity

equal to or greater than that of 8 . 2 5 2 0 8 ply rating t ir e s .
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Issued in Washington, D. C . , June 2, 1969

______
F. C. Turner
Federal Highway Administrator
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DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 328 

(202) 962 8411
FOR RELEASE FRIDAY, REGULATIONS ON QUALIFICATIONS OF
JUNE 6, 1969 COM M ERCIAL DRIVERS TO BE OVERHAULED

The Departm ent of T ran sporta tion 's F edera l Highway A dm in istrator,

F ra n cis C. T u rn er, today announced p rop osa ls for a sweeping

rev is ion of M otor C a rr ie r Safety Regulations governing the qual

ifica tion s of d r iv ers o f co m m e rica l trucks and bu ses.

Turner said that cra sh exp erien ce o f recen t years has
dem onstrated that organ ic and p h ysica l d iso rd e rs , em otional
im pairm en ts, and other lim itations in judgm ent or the health of
co m m e rica l d r iv ers are in creasin g ly im portant fa ctors in crash
prevention . A s a resu lt, the FH W A’ s Bureau of M otor C a rrier
Safety has conducted lengthy consultations with the m otor ca rr ie r
industry, a ffected labor organ izations, physicians and m edica l
organ ization s, m anufacturers, and State regu latory agen cies on
p rop osa ls to revam p and upgrade qualifications fo r com m erc ia l
d r iv e rs . The Bureau is convinced the p roposed regulations w ill
serve to reduce casualties to com m e rc ia l d r iv ers as w ell as co n
tribute to highway safety gen era lly .

The p rop osed rev is ion s are contained in a N otice of P rop osed
Rule Making which w ill be published in the F ed era l R eg ister on
Saturday, June 7, asking com m ents fro m all in terested p arties .

The m ajor changes fa ll into four ca teg ories :

1. The rev ised regulations would requ ired every p rosp ective
co m m e rc ia l d river to subm it in form ation concern ing his past re co rd ,
past em p loy ers , status o f his driving lice n s e s , acciden t re co rd ,
e x p e r ie n ce driving veh ic les of the kind and size he would be required
to op era te . The em ployer would be requ ired to give an adequate

(more)
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w ritten test and road test to assu re th«e app lican t’ s ability and
knowledge of M otor C a rr ie r Safety R egulations.

2. E xisting regulations would be con sid erab ly tightened as
regard s p re em p loym en t and in s e r v ic e ph ysica l exam inations for
d r iv e rs . Standards are p roposed which provide guidelines to
keep individuals from driving com m e rica l veh icles who a re ,
or a re lik e ly to be, subject to sudden lo ss of con sciou sn ess , strok es,
heart se izu re s , o r other conditions which create a hazard to
th em selves and other u sers of the highways. In addition, a 
physica l exam ination would be requ ired every year instead of the
p resen t three year p eriod .

3. New regulations w ill attem pt to estab lish cr ite r ia for the
rem ova l from se rv ice of those d r iv ers who b ecom e a threat to the
safety of the m otoring public. These p roced u res would establish
cr ite r ia for rem oving from se rv ice any d river who com m its a
felony with a m otor v eh ic le , or uses illega l drugs, d rives any
veh icle while intoxicated , b ecom es a h it an d ru n d r iv e r , has his
licen se suspended or revoked , or com p iles an extensive tra ffic
re co r d giving prim a fa cie evidence of a d isrega rd for tra ffic
regulations and the public safety.

4. The changes a lso broaden coverage of those regulations
dealing with n a rco t ic s , am phetam ines, or other drugs, and the
use and p osse ss io n of a lco h o lic bevera ges .

C om m ents on the p roposed changes m ay be subm itted to the
F ed era l Highway A dm inistration until the c lo se of business
F riday , Septem ber 5, 1969.
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DEPARTMENT of I -m -p w q
TRANSPORTATION I N h j W b

F E D E R A L H I G H W A Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 329 
Phone: (202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE 3:00 P.M.
Wednesday, June 25, 1969

D.C. VEHICLE INSPECTION PROGRAM
GETS EXPERIMENTAL GRANT FROM DOT

The District of Columbia’s Motor Vehicle Inspection Program has been

granted $213,000 in Federal funds to conduct a pilot demonstration program

for determining the effectiveness of motor vehicle safety recall campaigns,

Frank Turner, Administrator of the Department of Transportation’s Federal

Highway Administration announced today.

Under an agreement signed by Mayor Walter Washington and the Federal
Highway Administration, the D.C. inspection program will develop means and
methods whereby State motor vehicle inpsection programs can, with Federal
assistance and financial aid, provide support to the National Highway Safety
Bureau in checking compliance with safety defect recall campaigns.

The project is envisioned to take some five years, and will,eventually
involve five or more additional States or jurisdictions, at an aggregate
cost of over $5 million.

Besides establishing a link between auto inspection programs and defect
recall campaigns, a parallel goal will be to learn more about how the 
Federal government can assist the States to make the transition to the most
modern inspection procedures. The D.C. program will be improved to include
the latest diagnostic equipment and an on line real time information retrieval
system of stored data. This data will enable a motor vehicle inspection team
to make an immediate correlation between the make model and year of the vehicle
presented for inspection and any related defect recall campaign.
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FE D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D C. 20591

FHWA-330 
(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE WEDNESDAY FHWA ASKS ICC TO SUSPEND
June 25, 1969 BUS COMPANY OPERATIONS

The Federal Highway Administration today filed a complaint 

asking the Interstate Commerce Commission to suspend

temporarily the operations of Safeway Trails, Inc. , because

of the failure of the bus company to comply with Federal

safety regulations.

Safeway Trails, Inc. , a subsidiary of Continental Trailways,
Inc. , is a major bus company operating between New York City,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and Washington, D. C. , under the
name of "Trailways. "

This is the first time the Federal Highway Administration has
moved to suspend the operations of a motor carrier for safety
violations. The action was taken under the Interstate Commerce
Act, which permits the Federal Highway Administration to ask 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to suspend the operating 
certificates of motor carriers who violate Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Regulations.

The complaint filed by the Federal Highway Administration
alleges that Safeway Trails violated a safety regulation more than
6, 000 times in the last 9 years. The regulation prohibits bus
and truck lines from allowing drivers to remain on duty more than
70 hours in an 8-day period. The complaint charges that
Safeway Trails has often permitted drivers to drive after being on
duty as long as 80, 85, and even 90 hours. The purpose of the
regulation's to prevent bus and truck companies from endangering the
safety of passengers and other motorists, by using tired drivers.

more- -

-



          
           

           
           

         
        

           
            

           
    

2

Safeway T ra ils , has been the subject of two prior enforcem ent
actions in the I. C. C. involving sim ilar violations. In 1963
the I. C. C. issued a cease and desist order ordering the bus
line to stop these p ractices, and in 1965 an investigation into
the safety practices of the company was discontinued because
of reported voluntary com pliance. The Federal Highway Adm inistration
has now alleged that the violations have continued during all these
periods, and that the only way to insure the public's safety is
to suspend Safeway T ra ils , Inc. from operating for a period to be
determ ined by the I. C. C.

######

- -



 

  

  
 

 
 

   
  

    
  

      

        

           

       

          
         

       
         

       

         
          

          
            

          
         

 

        
          

             
           

          

S*4TES O*

DEPARTMENT of
TRANSPORTATION

(ZqrK~

NEWS
ro

F E D E R A L H IG H W AY A D M IN IS TR A TIO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FHWA 331
(202) 962 8411

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY
June 29, 1969

M AND ATO RY SEAT B E LT USE FOR
COM M ERCIAL DRIVERS PROPOSED

The Department of Transportation ’ s Federa l Highway Adm in i

stration today proposed regulations which would require the

installation and use of seat belts by d rivers of trucks, truck tractors,

and buses engaged in interstate or foreign com m erce.

A Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, published June 28 in the
Federa l R eg is ter, allows interested persons 90 days to submit
comments and recommendations concerned with the proposed
regulations. These comments w ill be considered by the Federal
Highway Adm in istrator before final rulemaking in this area.

The proposed regulations would requ ire seat belts, seat belt
anchorages, and seating systems to conform to M otor Vehicle Safety
Standards now in effect fo r passenger cars. Vehicles presently in
use would have to be fitted with seat belts by January 1, 1971. 
Veh icles built a fter May 31, 1970, would be required to have seating
system s, seat belts and anchorages, meeting the M otor Vehicle
Safety Standards.

Federa l Highway Adm in istrator F. C. Turner said, "Studies
have indicated that ejection from the cabs of com m ercia l veh icles
is an important cause of fa ta lity and injury to the drivers of these
veh icles when they are involved in accidents. Ensuring that the d river
w ill rem ain in his seat during evasive maneuvers and crash situations
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should d e cre a se the p oss ib ility of in jury to p assen gers in
co m m e rc ia l v eh ic les and to other u sers of the highways. " To
ensure this higher d egree o f public p rotection , d r iv e rs would be
requ ired to p rop er ly restra in th em selves b e fore operating the
v e h ic le s .

The p rop osed ru les a lso requ ire that belts be available for
the "buddy '1 seat in truck s and tru ck tra cto rs and that "bunk straps'
be p rov ided fo r p rotection fo r s leep er berth occupants in
a ccid en t situations.

The new requ irem en ts would be included in the section s of the
M otor C a rr ie r Safety R egulations con cern ed with D riving of
M otor V eh icles and P arts and A c c e s s o r ie s N ecessa ry for Safe
O peration .

The authority o f Section 204 of the Interstate C om m erce A ct
a llow s the M otor C a rr ie r Safety R egulations to regulate the safety
o f operation s o f co m m e rc ia l v e h ic le s . This authority extends
to requ irem en ts con cern in g d riv er qua lifica tion s, hours of se rv ice
reportin g of a cc id en ts , in spection and m aintenance of v e h ic le s , as
w ell as parts and a c c e s s o r ie s n e ce s sa ry fo r safe operation . The
regu lations a re adm in istered by the Bureau of M otor C a rr ie r
Safety w hich was fo rm e r ly a part of the Interstate C om m erce
C om m iss ion .
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F E D E R A L H IG H W A Y A D M IN IS T R A T IO N
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20591

FOR RELEASE SUNDAY
June 29, 1969

FHWA 332
PHONE (202) 962 8411

MOTOR VEHICLE TRAVEL REACHED
1.016 TRILLION MILES IN 196^

Highway travel in the United States in 1968 for the first time

exceeded one trillion vehicle miles or the equivalent of more than

2,000,000 round trips to the moon, the U.S. Department of Transpor

tation's Federal Highway Administration announced today.

Federal Highway Administrator F. C. Turner said total travel
amounted to 1 .0l6 trillion vehicle miles, a 5*2 percent increase over
1967's 965 billion miles. The travel reported by each State highway
department and summarized by the Bureau of Public Roads is shown in
the accompanying table.

Nine States reported 1968 travel in excess of 30 billion annual
vehicle miles. These 9 States accounted for half of all the travel
in the nation. California with 106.0 billion vehicle miles led by a
wide margin, followed by: New York, 62.3 billion; Texas, 62.2 billion;
Pennsylvania, 56.9 billion; Ohio, 52.8 billion; Illinois, 52»1 billion;
Michigan, 48.0 billion; New Jersey, 37 7 billion; and Florida, 34.8
billion.

When the 7 additional States which reported travel in the range of
20 billion to 30 billion annual vehicle miles are added to the 9 States
listed above, two thirds of the nation's travel is accounted for.

The trend toward a higher proportion of urban travel was continued
in 1968 with urban travel comprising 50.3 percent of the total compared
with 50.1 percent in 1967«
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The I n te r s ta te System f i n a l (com pleted) I n te r s ta te highways and
trav eled w ay accounted f o r about 1 p ercen t o f th e t o t a l 3*7 b i l l i o n
m iles o f roads and s t r e e t s , and c a rr ie d alm ost l 8 p ercen t o f th e t r a v e l .
The traveled w ay c o n sis ts o f those roads and s tr e e t s p re s e n tly ca rry in g
t r a f f i c which w i l l be served by th e I n te r s ta te System when completed.
The F ed era l a id prim ary system (in c lu d in g I n te r s ta te ) represented about
7 p ercen t o f the m ileage and c a rrie d bQ p ercen t o f th e t r a v e l . A l l
F e d e ra l a id systems combined, which in clu d es 2h percen t o f the m ileage,
c a rr ie d more than 65 p ercen t o f a l l t r a v e l .

"The e ffe c t iv e n e s s o f th e S ta te F e d e ra l cooperation in highway
programs i s pointed up by the f a c t th a t n e a rly tw o th ird s o f th e 1968
t r a v e l was c a rr ie d on th e F e d e ra l a id systems which co n stitu te d on ly
o n e fou rth o f th e t o t a l m ile a g e ," Mr. Turner s a id . "However, the
magnitude o f p resen t t r a v e l and th e ra te a t which t r a v e l i s in cre a s in g
le a v e us no room f o r complacency.

"T ravel in creased by more than 150 p ercen t in th e 20 year period
from 19*+8 to 1968. Keeping up w ith th e in c re a s in g t r a f f i c demands and
p ro vid in g the type o f s e rv ic e th a t the tr a v e lin g p u b lic d eserves w i l l
re q u ire in creased e f f o r t s on the p a rt o f the S ta te highway departments
and the F ed eral Highway A d m in istration in the years ah ead ."
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U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Bureau of Public Roads

Vehicle idles of travel in 1968 on all roads and streets, free and toll, by State and highway system, estimated by State highway departments

Table VM 2
June 9 6 9

(Millions)

Division State

Federal aid highway system Hot on Federal aid systems

Sub
total

Sub
total
urban
and

munici
pal

Total
Interstate rural Interstate urban Other primary Secondary

Total
Federal

aid

Total
Federal

aid
Total
Federal

aid

Other
State
rural

09

Other
State
urban
and

munici
pal

10

Local
rural

11

Local
munici
pal

12

Final

01

Traveled
way
if

31

Total
rural Final

02

Traveled

U

32

Total
urban

total
Inter
state Rural

03

Urban

04

Total State
rural

05

State

06

Local
rural

07

Local
urban

08

Total

Mew
England

Connecticut
Maine
Massachusetts
lew Hampshire
Rhode Island
Vermont

683
536

1,350
*35
78

2tt

235
t8
86
5t

107
185

858
58t

l,t3 6
t89
179
t29

2 ,08I
66 

1,690
66 

5t9
35

464
70

802
41

179
73

2,5t5
136

8,t98
1*7
788
108

3,403
720

3,928
596
907
537

1,205
1,456
2,607
1,104

207
791

1,760
tt7

t,t6 7
28t

l ,1 7 t
I t i

2,965
1,903
7,07t
1,388
1,381

938

91t
878
628
722
218
361

76O
144
538
133
414

6

9

1,090
3

16
136

47

1,345
2

203
11

1,730
1,016
3,601

860
851
51t

2,986
2,912
5,761
8,318

620 
1,717

5,112
727

8,842
526

2,519
266

8,098
3,639

it,603 
2,8tt
3,139
1,983

213
895
lt9
152
52
t6

1,641
299
900
192
126

2

2t9
335
726
123
125
202

4,736
373

6,776
494
915
219

3,448
4,142
6,636
2,593

797
1,965

U ,t89
1.399

16,518
1,212
3,560

tèr

i t , 937
5 ,5 tl

23,15t
3,805
t,357
2,t52

Total 3,860 715 3,975 t ,t8 7 1,629 6,116 10,091 7,370 8,273 15,6t3 3,715 1,995 1,25t 1,608 8,572 l6,31t 17,992 3t,306 1,507 3,160 1,760 13,513 19,581 3t,665 5t,2t6

Middle
Atlantic

lew Jersey
Hew York
Pennsylvania

* 3
2,820
3,821

398
193

l ,0 t l

735
3,013
t,862

1,961
5,937
2,085

1,973
6t5
758

3,93t
6,582
8,837

t,669
9,595
7,699

8,531
8,300
8,t91

5,6t2
18,055
6,990

8,173
80,355
15,t8 l

38
1,767
6,050

87
1,150
3,751

l,3 t6
8,819

51

2,308
i , t l6

102

3,779
7,158
9,95t

t,650
15,899
19,t5t

11,971
21,203
13,680

16,621
37,102
33,13t

l,t2 2
t3

3 ,tt6

2,237
59

4,460

4,481
7,919
4,317

12,956
17,203
11,519

10,553
23,861
27,217

27,l6t
38.t65
29,659

37,717
62,326
56,876

Total 6,96t 1,626 8,610 9,983 3,370 13,353 81,963 19,388 2t,68T tt,009 7,855 t,988 t ,2 l6 3,826 20,885 to ,003 t6,85t 86,857 t,911 6,756 16,717 tl,678 61,631 95,888 156,919

South
Atlantic
(lorth)

Delaware
Dist. of Col.
Maryland
Virginia
Vest Virginia

60

1,025
2,815

441

6t
860
tta

60

1,089
3,675

889

I63
212

2,189
757
86

85
lt9
55t
532
186

2t8
361

2,7t3
1,889

272

308
361

3,832
t ,9 6 t
1,161

888

8,967
5,189
1,812

700
1,055
2,376
2,39t

735

1,588
1,055
5,3t3
7,583
8,5t7

330

1,577
3,183
i , t o t

210

866
705
143

t52
2,065
1,079

510
421
kh6

40

5to
510

3,316
6,399
2,666

1,278

6,085
I t , 112 
5 ,lS t

1,158
1,926
6,to6
t,8 3 t
1,190

2,t3â
1,926

12,t91
I8,9t6
6,37t

668
lo t

9

82
470
29

95

3,156
1,833

37t

79
805

2,391
3,19t
l ,t3 9

1,373

9,909
l6 ,0t9
5,567

1,237
2,731
8,879
8,498
2,658

2,610
8,731

18,788
2t,5t7

8,225

Total t ,3 t l 1,372 5,713 3,t07 1,506 t,913 10,626 10,856 7,260 I8 ,l l6 6 ,t9 t 1,92t 3,596 l , t l 7 13,t31 26,659 15,51t t2,173 781 581 5,t58 7,908 32,898 2t,003 56,901

South
Atlantic
(South)

Florida
Georgia
Borth Carolina
South Carolina

2,222
1,970
1,^51
1,077

879
1.229
1.229

888

3,101
3,199
2,680
1,965

886
1,753

t l7
l i t

646
155
341
99

1,538
1,908

758
813

t,633
5,107
3,t38
8,178

6,300
5,782
t ,t7 8
t ,5 t l

2,914
2,007
1,848
1,535

9,21t
7,789
6,326
6,076

5,218
8,631
9,003
3,293

8,059
55t

2,316
t69

240
1,301

3
114

54
471
2O9

5

7,571
t,957

11,531
3,881

I t , 859
12,913
I6 ,l6 t
9,913

6,559
4,94o
5,131
2,222

21,tl8
17,853
21,295
18,135

l,t0 3
138

l ,8 t t
333

1,083
t05
58t

1,015

2,328
1,854

28
36O

8,606
5,801
2,36l

378

18,590 
i t , 905
18,036 
10,606

l6 ,2t8
l l , l t 6
8,076
3,615

3t,838
26,051
26,112
I t , 221

Total 6,780 t,225 10,9t5 3,170 l ,2 t l t , t l l 15,356 21,101 8,30t 29,t05 20,lt5 5,398 1,658 739 27,9tO 53,8t9 18,852 72,701 3,718 3,087 t,570 17,lt6 68,137 39,085 101,222

Bast
Borth
Central

Illinois
Indiana
Michigan
(Riio
Viscousin

8,730
8,568
3,017
t,200
1,*>57

l,t7 6
778
183
858
191

t,206
3,3t6
3,800
t ,t5 2
i ,6 ta

4,344
1,021
2,700
4,l46

643

937
665

1,509
l,3 t0

17t

5,281
1,686
t,809
5,t86

817

9,t8r
5,032
7 , t09
9,938
8 , t65

8,t52
6,138
7,068
7,985
5,595

7,578
2,682
6,318
6,t79
2 ,t t l

16,02t
8 ,8 lt

13,386
l t , t 6 t
8,036

1,092
2,872
l,t0 3
t,271
1,625

621
6t8
519

1,823
513

8,179
1,899
6,989
2,267
l ,6 t t

5t5 
756

l,1 2 t
2,3tO

978

t,t3 7
6,175
9,975

10,701
t,760

15,929
lt ,2 t9
18,600
18,975
10,512

i t , 019
5,772

12,170 
16,128
t ,7 t9

29,9t8
20,021
30,770
35,103
15,261

1,539
115
24

107
44

3,827
183
58

t37
67

2,813
l , l8 t
t,502
t,701
1,178

I t , 012
6,100

12,690
I2,t86
5,639

20,281
15,5t8
23,126
23,783
ll,7 3 t

31,858
12,055
2t,9 l8
89,051
10,t55

58,139
27,603
t8 ,0 tt
52,83t
88,189

Total 13,978 2,880 16,858 12,89t t,623 17,t79 3t,331 35*232 25,t92 6o,72t 11,263 t,1 2 t I t , 918 5,7t3 36,0t8 78,865 52,838 131,103 1,829 t,572 I t , 378 50,927 9t,t72 108,337

Vest
Vorth
Central

Iowa
Kansas
Minnesota
Missouri
Hebraska
Borth Dakota
South Dakota

i , t a t
919
t77

8,330
766
335
tt6

282
189
525
918
121
127
290

1,766
1,108
1,002
3,2t8

887
t62
736

356
333
954

1,779
82
13
22

89
82

787
tt7

30
22
12

tt3
tl5

1,681
2,226

112
35
3t

2,211
1,523
2,683
5,474

999
497
770

t,785
3,716
5 ,tt7
5,593
3,0t8
1,127
1,562

l,t0 3
1,039
2,260
8,075

6 t l
162
220

6,188
t,755
7,707
7,668
3,689
1,289
1,788

573
l , l t 3
2,39t

653
207
855

85
35

tl7
33
5

30

1,537
l ,t7 0
2,878

20
6to
tts
to t

324
438
173

38
81
13
29

1,861
2,506
t,229
8,869
l,t0 7

667
718

8,088
6,867

10,t70
11,255
5,228
8,238
2,957

2,172
1,917
t , l t 9
t,756

867
815
313

10,260
8,78t

I t ,619 
16,011
6,095
2,t53
3,870

92 
65
26

151
4
1

24

60
67

112
670

2
7

90t
1,077
l,2 t2
1,852

99t
676
581

2,523
2,557
3,900
6,107
1,860

tl7
t28

9,08t
8,009

11,738
13,858
6,226
8,915
3,568

t,755
t ,5 t l
8,161

11,533
2,787

63t
7t8

13,839
12,550
19,899
2t,791
8,953
3,5t9
t,310

Total 6,757 2,t52 9,809 3,539 l,t0 9 4,948 i t , 157 85,878 7,800 33,078 5,885 5t5 7,391 1,096 I t , 257 t7,103 I t , 389 6l,t92 363 918 7,326 17,792 5t,792 33,099 87,891

East
South

Central

Alabama
Kentucky
Mississippi
Tennessee

588
1,27t

762
1,383

1,193
606
365
82t

1,781
1,880
1,127
2,147

u s
7t2
lt2

1,056

866
29t
t22
t37

98t
1,036

56t
l ,t9 3

2,765
2,916
1,691
3,6tO

t,373
t ,0 2 l
3,816
t,998

1,889
l,t7 1

716
2,869

6,262
5,t92
t,532
7,261

l,t9 1
3,5t9

896
975

313
50t
87

168

938
255

1,073
687

113
60

195
50

8,8t9
t,368
8,851
1,880

8,577
9,705
6,912
8,801

3.899
3,071
1,562
3.900

U.,876
12,776
8 ,t7 t

12,781

28
1,108

19
51

24
658

19
3

1,053
1,150

636
1,866

3,5t9
2,067
l,t5 0
t,123

9,658
11,963
7,567

10,718

6,872
5,796
3,031
8,106

16,530
17,759
10,598
l8,82t

Total 3,9t7 2,988 6,935 2,058 2,019 t,077 11,012 17,202 6,3t5 83,5t7 6,911 1,072 2,9t7 418 U ,3 t8 33,995 U ,912 t5,907 1,206 70t t,705 U.189 39,906 83,805 63,711

Vest
South

Central

Arkansas
Louisiana
Oklahoma
Texas

859
711

1,187
3,t63

226
1,173

396
1,826

1,085
l,8 8 t
1,583
5,889

385
588
858

6,662

85
357
308

l ,6 l t

350
9t5

1,166
8,276

l,t3 5
2,829
2,7t9

13,565

2,791
2,687
4,464

11,814

1,018
l,t9 6
l , t t 5
7,75t

3,809
t ,l8 3
5,909

19,568

2,230
3,633
1,069
7,921

332
588
29O

2,267

272
12

757

61
1

277

2,895
t ,2 3 t
2,393

10,188

6,378
8,216
7,873

25,02t

1,761
3,030
3,178

18,897

8,139
ll,2tâ
11,051
t3,321

57
66t
221

1,288

67
375
87

1,016

718
70S
988

2 ,tt5

l,2 t9
2,362
3,702

I t , 118

7,153
9,585
9,082

28,757

3,077
5,767
6,967

33,t31

10,230
15,352
l6,Ot9
62,188

Total 6,220 3,621 9 ,8 t l 8,t33 2,30t 10,737 20,578 81,756 H ,713 33,t69 I t , 853 3,t77 l ,0 t l 339 19,710 t7 ,t91 26,266 73,757 2,230 l,5 t5 t,856 21,t31 5t,577

Mountain

Arizona
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Bevada
Bew Mexico
Utah
Wyoming

l,0 t5
1,326

t6o
2t2
t77
9t2
153
5t3

1,263
180
321
549
I6I
518

1,031
269

2,308
1,506

781
791
638

l,t6 o
1,18t

812

388
879

33
30
30

165
lt9
83

I9I
29
62
23
70

213
405

14

579
908

95
53

100
378
55t

37

8,887
2 ,t i t

876 
8tt
738

1,838
1,738

8t9

1,250
1,991
1,183
l , t l 2

689
l,t3 9

8t6
860

32t
1,682

2lB
836
2t5
565
561
122

l,5 7 t
3,673
l,t0 1
l,6 t8

87t
2,00t
l,t0 7

982

575
965
339
t io
279
820
512
250

51
lt6

23
55
67

137
t02

9

656

317

92
6

97
14

1,907

90

181

163
9

3,189
1,111

769
t6 ;
619
963

1,17t
282

t,789
t,t62
2,620
2,613
1.638
3,725
2.639
1,936

2,861
8,736

t26
3tt
593

1,080
1,680

177

7,650
7,198
3,0t6
2,957
8,831
t,805
t,319
2,113

I96
20

2

21
78
34
2

16
t7

2

20
t90
138

3

572
1,269

652
737
98

402
4o4
252

1,608
2,609

512
t56
629
703
6tt
336

5.557
•5,751
3,274
3,350
1,757
4,205
3,077
2,190

t,t85
5,392

9t0
800

l,2 t2
2,273
2,t62

516

10,0t2
U ,l t 3
t,2 1 t
t,150
8,999
6,t78
5,539
2,706

Total 5,188 t,292 9,t80 1,697 1,007 2,70t 12,l8t 9,610 3,953 13,563 t,150 890 1,182 2,350 8,572 2t,t22 9,897 3t,319 353 7I6 t,386 7,t97 29,161 18,110 t7,271

Pacific
California
Oregon
Vashington

3,t32
l , t t 5

936

4,635
113
752

8,067
1,558
1,688

11,155
733

1,735

t,699
29

t51

15,85t
762

2,186

23,981
8,380
3,87t

10, 113
8,350
2,37t

I t , 537
1,369
l,t9 5

a t ,650 
3,719
3,869

2,662
l ,0 6 l
1,010

1,105
3O6
555

t,3 9 t
758

1,539

4,910
488

1,030

13,071
2,613
t ,1 3 t

25,236
5,727
6,611

36,to6
2,925
5,866

6 l,6 t2
8,658

11,877

t72
3t
17

1,107
26

149

U ,t7 t
l ,t3 3
8,727

31,375
1,889
t,253

37,182
7,19t
9,355

68,888
t,8 to
9,668

106,070
12,03t
19,023

Total 5,813 5,500 11,313 13,623 5,179 18,802 30,115 I t , 837 17,t01 32,238 t,733 1,966 6,691 6,t28 19,818 37,57t tt,597 82,171 523 1,282 15,63t 37,517 53,731 83,396 137,127

Total All Divisions 63,202 29,671 98,873 63,251 2t,289 87,5to 180,t l3 182,56t 121,228 303,792 85,3tt 86,379 44,894 83,96t 180,581 t05,675 259,1U 66t,786 17,t21 23,321 79,790 226,598 502,886 509,030 1,011,916

Alaska
Hawaii 20 114 13t l4 l 261 422 556

316
552

93
t07

409
959

107
141

40
30 42 30

lt7
2t3

t23
869

133
889

556
1,758 10

114
457

838
638

537
1,336

371
1,527

908
8,863

United States Total 63,222 29,785 93,007 63,398 a t ,370 87,962 180,969 183,t38 121,728 305,160 85,598 2é,tt9 tt,936 83,99t 180,971 t06,967 260,133 667,100 17,t31 23,321 80,3611 227,474 50t,759 510,928 1,015,687

1/ Traveled way includes travel on highways in the Interstate System status of completion group 2. This group consists of mileage which is adequate for present traffic but will need further construction and improvement to bring it to full
Interstate standards. In some instances these are divided highways with ftall control of access and in others they are two, three or four lane undivided highways with no access control.

* Less than 0.5 million vehicle miles.
Bote: For this table travel on frontage roads has been placed in systems 11 and 12.
accident data based on these systems.

The numerical codes which are shown above for all 14 administrative highway systems are used for identification purposes in analyses of travel, mileage, and
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